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IBSTBACT 

College^going rates of Calif ornia high school 
Lgr«daa:tes were coapnted froa 1974-77 for the Calif ornia public 
college system and for the fall of 1977 for a saaple of California 
independent colleges and aniYersities. !l second .^ocas of the analysis 
is the flow of transfer stadents froa coanani-ty colleges to the 
aniwersity and the state university. The analysis is United to 
trends in the flow of stadents and to the relationship between that 
flow aad the proxiaity of a aniwersity cr state aniwersity caBpas. 
The flow of state student aid funds to stadents residing in the 
rarioas counties in 1977 was also assessed. Bo decUae was found in 
th.e college-going rate of recent high school graduates; the rate of 
attendance in California schocls for those aged 19 and under is aboat 

percent. Proxiaity to a caapas of the OniTersityi of Calif ornia or 
the California State Oniversity and colleges appears to be a 
sl^piif icant deterainer of whether a higa school graduate will enroll 
at one of these caapases. Proxiaity to a four-year collage Caapas 
appears to be ui iaportant f actor in coaaanity college student 
trsuisfer particularly in the state uniTersity systea* Stady findings 
and inforaation about California colleges aad universities are 
Included in the appendices. (SB) 
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ACCESS IN A BROADER CONTEXT: 

An Analysis of College-Going Rates for Recent California High School 
Graduates 



THE BROADER C0NTE3CI 

A couidereble portion of the CoMisaion^s vorkloed since 1974 has 
been in the area of student ef f inative action and equal edneational 
opportunity. As a result of various legislative Resolutionit 
CooBission staff has given attention to issues of equal opportunity 
for racial/ethnic odnoritiesi lovincoae students, part*tiae 
students, vooien, the handicapped, and the aging* Enrollment and 
acadeaic policy anal3rse8, se^sental planning, affirSMtive action 
prograas, and evaluation activities are all under way in our attempts 
to assess and then overcome the underrqpresentation of various 
ninority constituencies in California hi^r education* The 
focusing of effort on ainorities^ variously defined, has tended to 
overshadow prior concerns of State planners that opportunity for 
undergraduate education be aade reasonably accessible to all 
residents, including those who live outside the aajor aetropolitan 
areas « 

The purpose of the present study is to gain insights into the 
college-going behavior of recent hi^ school graduates in the 
various counties of the State, as part of the broader assessnent of 
the extent to which California residents have access to and equal 
opportunity for undergraduate education^ Answers were sought to 
questions concerning the rates of college-going on the part of high 
school graduates 19 years of age and under ~ over time in an atteoqit 
to find out if such rates are declining, and aaong the various 
counties in order to test the assuaption that c^portnnity for soae 
type of hig^r education has now been equalized in terais of 
geogr^hy. 

Contrary to expectation, no decline was found in the college-going 
rate of recent high school graduates in California during the period 
studied^ 1974 through 1977* Fluctuations occurred during this 
period but no overall decline could be inferred* In fact, a very 
saall increase was found for each segaent and overall in 1977, 
perhaps as a result of increased student aid from the federal 
govemaent and outreach prograas for the disadvantaged. It appears 
that the college-going rate for California high sdiopl graduates 19 
and under is about 60 percent, to lAich should be added the rates of 
enrollaent in out-of-state institutions and other types of 
postsecondary education prograas, idiich are not known at this tiae. 



There are indeed slgoificant differences among the counties in the 
college-going rates of recent high school graduates. There are also 
differences among the counties In rates for each of the segoMnts and 
overall. Proximity to a campus of the University of California or 
the California SUte University and Colleges appears to be a 
significant deten^u»r of ifhether a school graduate will^^^^« 
at one of these campuses. This likelihood is increased if the 
graduate comes from one of the counties in the San Fnncisco Bay 
Area, or from one of the other more densely populated counties of the 
State. The likelihood that the recent graduate will enroll at « 
cai^tts of the Ibiiversity is greater for men than women, but women are 
much more likely to enroll at a State University campus . Although 
women have been regarded as one of the minorities which are 
underrepresented in hi^r education, the percentage of women 19 
years and under who are enrolling as freshmen in hi^r education in 
California is slightly larger than t^at of men. 

Several of the major campuses of both the University and the State 
University draw their first-time freshmen largely from the counties 
in which they are located or from adjacest counties. Women appear to 
be more likely to enroll at a four-year institution as freshmen if a 
caucus is in the area vhexe they graduated from high school. 
Eligibility for freshman admission to the University and the State 
University exceeds rates of enrollment of first-time freshmen 
throughout the State. Differences among the counties in percents 
eligible for the University are significant, with the San Francisco 
Bay Area counties exhibiting the highest rates of eligibility, and 
counties with the fewest high school graduates, the smallest. 

About three-fouirths of the high school graduates 19 and under who go 
on to college right away are enrolling in a Coammnity College, com- 
pared with about 14 percent in the State Uoiversity and 9 percent in 
the University. In some counties, particularly those with no Univer- 
sity or State University campus, the proportion enrolling in 
Coflmnmity Colleges is even higher. While transfer rates cannot be 
computed in any meaningful way, trends in the number of transfer 
students from Cooanmity Colleges show rapid growth during the 1960s 
and an uncertain pattern in the mid-197Qs, despite continuing growth 
in Community College enrollments up until now. 



THE STATE * S CQMHITMEMT TO ACCESS 

A basic assumption in liigher education planning in California has 
been that the State will prov. de access to some type of collegiate 
education for all \Alo wish to continue their education beyond high 
school, and that students who first enroll in a Conrnmity College 
will have access to upper division programs in the Ifaiiversity and the 
State University if they meet standards for transfer. Most 



California residents are now within conmutlng distance of a 
CoMinity College, as a result of the establishsient of soae thirty- 
five new caopuses since the I960 Master Plan for Higher Education in 
California . Plans for adding caiq^uses to the University and State 
University system, on the other hand, were incorporated into the 
19&> Master Plan , with only the California State College at 
Bakersfield added subsequently. 

The Manter Plan recoonended a change in the distribution of lower 
division students anong the segaents vbicb, would reduce enrollsMnts 
in the University and State University, in relation to those at the 
upper division and graduate level, and divert som 50,000 students to 
the Coamnity Colleges. About 10,000 students were to be diverted^y 
reducing the eligibility pools for the four-year se^Mnts. 
Deteraination of the sieans by which the reaainder were to be diverted 
was left to the segnental governing boards. In any event, Coamnity 
College enrollaents have increased by alaost one alllion since the 
Master Plan » and now account for about three-fourths of the total 
enrollaent in California's public colleges and universities. *!/ In 
Fall 1977, lower division students represented only 32 percent of the 
University's total fall enrollaent and only 28 percent of the State 
University's, coapared with an estiaated 51 percent in each at the 
tiae of the Master Plan. 2/ 

All qualified California residents who have applied for 
undergraduate adadssion have been accoaaodated soaewhere in the 
tripartite systea of public higher education since the Master Plan , 
althou^ not always on the caapus or in the systea of their dioice. 
When there appeared to be probleas in accoootodating transfer 
students in the late 1960s, the Legislature enacted the following 
aeastires into the Education Code: 

Chapter 1.6 Adnissioos: 

66200. It has been and continues to be the intent of the 
Legislature that all qualified California youth be Insured 
the opportunity to pursue higher learning. 



1/ California State Un iversity and Colleges Statistical Abstract 
(to July 1977Trpaie 192. 

2/ Postsecondary Education ia California : Information Digest , 
1978 (California Postsecondary Education Comaisslon, 1978), 
pages 62-63. 
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66201. Zt it tbm iattat of th* UgisUtuM that Mch 
nsidttt of Callfotnia vho hat th* ctpa^ty «ad aotivatioa 
to btaef it f roB hi^r ttducatioa theald have ttaa 
opportn&ity to tasoll ia a& iattitatio& of hisber 
•dootion^ Qftce oaroUed he «hoiild hion tho^ion^ovtaal^ 
to coatiBue at Ions ^ ^'^ ^i^^ capacity aad 
■otivatioa, at iadicated liy hit acadaaic jarfoaiaace aad 
ro—ff»fint to edocatioaal advaaceaaat, ifill lead hia to 
■eet acadeaic ataadardt aart institatioaal reqaireaaatt. 

Ia the latt tevexal yeart the problem of ^ace for traasfer ttadeact 
hat diaiaithed oa aoat caapntet, in part at a retalt of dediaiaf 
dcaaad for traatfer adaiatioa by Coaanaity College ttndeatt. 

Ia the Coaaittioa*t Five-Year Plaa for g^ttecoadary Idacatioa jLa 
Califoraim : 1976-1981 . State foalt for accett aad reteotioa are very 
geaexaly ethert rather tpecific. TWo exoples are the foals to (1) 
aarfalTy physical accett to edocatioaal ^titntioat^ taatert, 
progr aat , or tervicet, aad (2) work toward the ^pttable 
participatioa of ethaic aiaoritiet aad aoa ea ia tfte adaiatioa aad 
retentioa of potttecoadary educatioa ttndeatt . leither Ifoal leadt 
ittelf to direct evalaatioa, aor are proadM raadily acvailable f or 
aeasariag adiieveaeat of the aore general goal of aartairfnf accett. 
Ccapared with other ttatet, Califoiaia hat gone far ia aakiag 
opportnaity for uadergradnate educatioa available throni^ovt the 
State, while aaiataiaing "opea-door" adaittioet by aeeaa of the 
Coaanaity Colleges aad low cost to the stadeat In both the Coaanaity 
Colleges aad the State nsivertity. 

One aeasore of the ezteat to whidi the State ham sacceeded ia 
providiag equal <^pportaaity for eatry iato hitter ed u ca t ioa at the 
freshaaa level is the iacideace of recent higjh school g rad n atet idio 
avail theaselves of such, oppo rtun ity, wfaiclt is the! focus of this 
analysis. Such iafoxaatioa should be useful ia foraulatiag pol^^ 
aad aakiag decisioas about the further enhaaceaeat of access, as well 
as overall planaiag by the Conaissioa ia sucb anas as the provisioa 
of stadeat aid and the review of proposals for off'-caa|Nis ceatiers. 



score OF THL STOUr 

The aajor thrust of this study is the analysis of differences in 
college-going rates of young people 19 years of age and uader who 
gndnated froa high sdiools ia the various Califozaia counties. 
College-going rates have been coaputed for a four-year period for 
California's three public segaents and, for Fall 1977* f or a sanple 
of the State's independent colleges and universities. The aulti- 
year attal3rsis was perfozaed in order to find out whether there has 
been a decline in the percentage of i^oung people enrolling in 
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Calif orala collttes tnd uaivtrtitiet, at it widely believed. Data 
prior to 1974 iMre not ttt«d ia the analytit bccaute of a problea of 
coBparability in the Coeauaity Collese data. The analytit will be 
updated annually in an atteapt to ideatif/ trendt and to attest the 
iapact of prograa and policy decisiont which are ejqpected to affect 
coXlefe-soing rateti for exatiple, chas«ea itt adAistios studar^ and 
expantion of outreach prograat . 

Elitibility for the University and the State University tends to set 
an i^er liait on college-going rates. Therefore, data froa the 
Coaaission's 1976 High School EligibiUty Study have been used in 
analyzing differences nmng counties college-going rates in the 
public segaents with selective adaiss ions . The use of a relatively 
saall saaple of high school graduates O.S percent) in the study 
liaits the nuaber of counties for which reliable percentages of 
eligible students are available. However, there is considerable 
variation aaoag the twenty-three largest counties in both 
eligibility and college-going rates. College-going rates are based 
on population data, rather than saaples, and were coaputed for all 
but the eight saailest counties, «diich have fewer than two hundred 
hi^ sdkool graduates per year. Stif feren^s aaong hi^ sdiools and 
school districts in the various counties are also significant in 
teras of eligibility and college-going rates and cannot be ignored in 
prograa planning. However, the present analysis is liaited to 
countywide statistics and to factors related to observed differences 
aaong counties. 

A second focus of the an.ilysi8 is the flow of transfer students froa 
Coaaunity Colleges to toe University and the State University, lib 
atteapt tias been aade to conpute rates of transfer because of a lack 
of inf otaation about nuabers eligible to transfer ( in teras of grade- 
point averages, type of prograa undertaken, and units coapleted) and 
nuaibers desiring to do so. Proxies such as the nusber of full-tiae 
students with sophoaore standing in the Coaaunity Colleges are 
unsatisfactory since opporttmity to tmsfer is not liaited to this 
groi^ of students. Therefore, the analysis is liaited to trends in 
the flow of students, and to the relationship betwe«i that flow and 
the proxiaity of a University or State University caapus. Finally, 
soae analirsis is aade of the flow of State student aid funds to 
students residing (rather than attending college) in the various 
counties in 1977, in relation to the mnbers of bi^ sdiool graduates 
and first-tioe college and university freshaen froa eadi county. 



ACCESS TO WHAT? 

A listing of California colleges and universities i^ch provide 
access of a nonspecialized nature at the freshman level is given in 
Appendix A, together with a county nap on irtiich the total nuad>er of 
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such Instittttioot la Meh eouaty it shown. Tho littiai it liaittd to 
coUotUte iMtitttUoas which aro either caadidatea for 
ecereditotioa or accredited by the Waatern Aaaociatioa of Schoola 
and CoUetea. 

Excluded froa the liat are lioited-parpoae iaatitittioaa aad private, 
ooBCollegiate poataecondary acfaooLa. The latter play a very 
iaportaat role in providint «cceaa to oco^atioaal training for 
recent high adwol graduatea; they are eselnded froa the preaent 
analysia aolely on the grounda of inadequate inforaation ahont 
aiabera of inatitationa and current enroUaenta. The cosrent beat 
eatiaate of the total naaiber of aadi inatitnticns in California is 
1,500, with an eatinated enroUaent of 194,000 atudenta of all agea. 
Nearly two-thirda of the enrollaent ia in achoola located in £oa 
Angelea, Orange, and San Diego Conntiea. Alao oeitted froa the 
analyaia are poataecondary atodenta enrolled in Regional 
Occupational Centera/Prograaa and other adult edacatioa aot offered 
for college credit. 

In the collegiate aector, acceaa ia offered to recent hi^ achool 
gradaatea at 8 caapoaea of the Oniversity of California, 19 caapuaea 
of the California State Univeraity and Collegea, 105 California 
Coaannity Collegea, and approziaately 46 general parpose independent 
collegea and univeraitiea with regional accreditation (or 
candidacy) . Counties with the largeat nnaiber of recent high achool 
graduates tend to have the largest nmiber of collegiate iaatitationa 
of all typea. The exceptiona are Sacraaento County, which has fewer 
institntiims (4) than ai^t be expected froa ita rank aa sixth 
largest, and San Francisco County, which haa aore than other conntiea 
(5) with aiailar naabers of high school graduates and which ranks 
thirteenth largest. Los Angeles County has the largeat nnaber of 
collegiate institutions (44>, followed by San Siego County (15), 
Orange Cotmty (13), Santa Clara County (11), and Alaaeda County (10). 
Mineteen counties which are rather sparsely populated have no 
college caaposes within their borders. (See J^pendix A. ) However, a 
total of 122 off-ca^ns centers were <9erated by C iiswiii l Qr Colleges 
in 18 of these counties in 1976, with only Alpine County (population 
8S0 in 1977) without a center. (See ^pendix E.) 

Selective adadssion standards liait access to the University and the 
State Ooiversity at the freshaan level to i^proxiaately the tqp 12.5 
and 33.3 percent of California high sdiool graduates, respectively. 
These percentages were reconaended in the 1960 Master Plan as a aeans 
of raising standards, taking into consideration the role of the 
Coaaonity Colleges in offering unrestricted adaission to hi^ sdiool 
graduates and prepaanng transfer students for t^er division stn^ 
at baccalaureate institutions. 
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Tbm folloviat adaittioa KqoirMM&tt vtrt la •ff«et doriag th» ywrt 
for ifhieh partictpatloa and clifibility rates hav« bm eooputad: 3/ 



Ooivraity of California 

All OBdvirtity of Calif oraU caqwaes bavo this tint 
uDdargraduata ftlifibility raqai r aa aftt a for adaissioft which 
talcs iato coBsidaratioft the pattAra of hifh school couraes 
tafcaa, the trades received ia thoae coorses aad s core 
reports oa the C^ege Eatraace Ssaadaatioa Board (CEEB) 
tests. 

Soraally, applicaats aost have ccopleted tea hi^ eeheol 
naits with at least a B averate: three years of SagUah 
coapoeitioa aad literature; oae year of Qaitad States 
history; two years of college pr^aratory ■atheastics; oae 
year of laboratory scieace; two years of oae foreifa 
laagaate; aad aa advaaced coarse ia either aa thi aitics, 
foreiga laaguage or scieace. Studeats with averages 
betweea 3.00 aad 3.09 anst attaia a total score of 2,S00 or 
higher oa the Sch olas tic i^titade Test aad three 
Achieveaeat Tests. CEEB test scores anst be sufaaitted by 
all applicaats. 

i^licaats who do aot aeet subject or grade requizeaents 
or «dio have other irregularities ia their secoadary sdwol 
records say be adaitted oa the basia of high exaaiaation 
tCOrea alone. Entrance re^iireaents are soaevfast hi^ier 
for aea-Califoxttia residents. 

California State University and Colleges 

Aa ^plicant who is a gradnate of a California hi^ sdkool 
aust have a grade^int average and coaposite score on the 
ACT or total score on the SAT tdiicfa places hia aaong the 
t^er one-third of California high sdiool graduates. The 
table below is used in deteraiaiag the adaissions 
eligibility of such applicants. Grade-point averages are 
based oa woric coapleted in the last three years of fai^ 
school, exclusive of physical education and aili tar y 



3/ Changes in the reqnireaents have been proved by the Board of 
Regents «diich will go into effect in 1979. They include a 
fourth year of high sdu>ol gr»gi-««h and use of the adBxssions 
test to dctexaine the eligibility of a larger groi^ of students 
than at present. Furthezaore, a^licants now have the opti<« of 
subaitting scores on the ACT adodssions test. 
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aooMUetivw, with tach iasUtntioa atiataiaiBt flTtMlfly to 

Md qualitr of •tadWts it ~ 



As aot«d tsrIiK, Cuimity ColUm an x«qpis^^ l«ir t^^^ 
hiSii tclMoX tcadnatw lite 19^* «ad aBf adidt^ «tte^ 
caa pc«£it fm th* iaatmctioa «f2«t«4« tha Uttar 
fBcladas hi^ achool stadaota «to aanU ia both ^voMlm 
taaasmX adncatioa coaxaaa baftea t tadaitiOB » JOifc a dh i o l dc aj o wt a it 
Uaat U raass of aga who aaroU ia tlia Cu aai iiil ty tall a i aa aa a 
"coatlauatioa achoor* aadar tha law talatiag to aiaoctf aad aldar 
xasidaata who did aot coaplata hi«h acfaool aad 46 aot aaak a ^Saaasal 
E^^ralaaqr 



o£ ^ Ibiversitr of Califoraia aca «aoasallr V«tcai«ad 
aa aar^^ a statawida eeastitaaacf , ahiU tboaa of tl» Ca^ 
Sttta liBimaitr aad CoUatas asa cafacdad aa tagioaal iai^itatia^ 
offariat aoae pcotxaaa lAicft attcaet a atataaida^^ 
Califbxaia Coanaity CoXlcfaa, oa tba «chac haiir^ 
aaada of local pbpiaatim aiBca atadaata^^^w 
^ districts ia «iiic& tfaajr zasida^ lha aaalyaia aC ^! 
soarees of fizst-tiaa f t aah aa a aaroUad at tba "vatiooa caaptMa of 
the Qttivttrsitsr shows coasidaxabXa miatioa ia 
thay draw feoa a statawida po p oI at ioB. Iha caapasas at BadBaiIiqr» 
Izviaa, 16s Aafolaa^ aad Rivaraida aU dsav a lazsa aa^zl^ of thair 
first-tte fxashaaa from tha eoootf ia^Aidt tiia caaposaaasa lacatad 
aad firaa adjacaat eoaatias. tba Bad^Zay caapv draw 70 paxca^ 
froa tiie six Baj Axes eoaatias; tha Irviaa caapas> te garcaa t of ita 
first-tiae fxesfaaea fzoa Oxaage aad los Aat^las Cooatiasi tha loa 
Aat^cs caapos, 78 pexceat fra»^^^^^^^ 

Bivarsida caapas» 76 percent froa Rjyerside, los Angrtiys, aad 
Bcxaazdiao Cooties* the litiivexsity's caaposes at Jivia* Saa^ 
Saata Barbara* and Santa Cruz, oa the other haiid» adait a aneh aoxe 
heterofeneoos freshaaa class in texas of Califoniia residenat. 
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I ■'lbdf^auismj»JtL']^o differ widely; in texas of the size^ of thelz first* 
\'txiM^^:^^1iiiut;> cIm^ frook California hi^ schools. ' The- large^ 

!:-j^isaaiimJ':x^^e^ 19.77. , thefsmallest were a,t1tlv^rside 

:;:|lb^^i»te>^CEaz;:;Wit^ andv631 £lrst<<i^a^ freshmen fi-om^<C^^ 
.'^j^oiiiM^iyely^n^ .^inSyt-die^^iiiyiBxsilty^^ if^itht^'seniezal^^ ;caaq»tts_es 

.flxstfttiar ^eshaign ,ai»d>the..sise of the^f reshaanMass-*^ 

Ite^dnpiw^ of the CgHfomifi State UiaiTersity and (^ile^ exhibit 
tMeiAi.>t. greater diversity with rchipect to ncaibera and/ soarces of 
£irst«tjae ireOmak thaa do those of the University o£ C^ifornia. 
Six of the niveteeii campuses draw their first-tiae fresfanmt idio are 
recent/ high: school ygraduates froa the counties la i^c^the^caa^oses 
are located; or froa adjacoit counties:* Ihese are 9S 
^percent; los Angeles, 97 percent; Loi^ Beach^. 92 percent; 
Kortfai^dgej 92 percent; Saa Bernardino, 91 percent; ; and gtyward^ 91 
percent^. AH except the Hayward caopus are^ of ccmrse^ in the 
greater los: Jngeles area » The groiip isclndes two canpnses- vith the 
largest nnflri)ers of first-tine fresfanen 19 and under O^ng. leach and 
Vorthridge, with about 2,600 each) , and two of the five caopuses with, 
the smallest nuflbers (Doninguez ^lls with 204 and San Btxnardino 
with 260). 

At the other extreme, in terms of diversity of student origins , are 
the Sacramento campus, which draws only 53 percent of ita first-time 
freshmen from Sacramento County, and the Chico, Humboldt ^ Sonoma, 
and San Luis Obispo caiapuses, none of which draws" a large percentage 
of its students from the county in which it is located* The Sonoma 
caiipus enrolled the small^t nimd^er of young, first^time freshmcO^ 
and under in 1977 (163) , followed by Bakersf ield (198 , 83 percent of 
whom came from Kern County) , and Stanislaus (202, 59 percent of whom 
came from Stanislaus and Herced Counties) ; 

Size; of the entearing freshman class; and sources of first-tine fresh- 
men: are only two dimensions of diversity; While less in^ortant than 
other : institutiox^ such as level of student 

preparation and the racial/ethnic composition, they are pertinent to 
the discussion of access , opportunity, and coUege-going rates which 
.fdllowS'-*".'. 



ANALTSIS OF C0IIE6E-G0IN6 ItAIES 

■ . . „ ■ ■ . ■ ^ . . . ■ ■ . .■ 

Iher number of first-time freshmen 19 years of age and under 
^enrolled in the fall term in each of the public segments was related 
tb'^he nuiBber of high^ school graduates in Jtme of the same year, for 
each/cbunty and statewide. This was done to obtain the best possible 
estimate of the percentage of recent high school graduates going to 



coU«8e in California. The resulting college^oing rates should be 
r^xdci as estimates since there was no fpLlow-up of specific 
indxvidu^ who ioyedi froB hi^ school to college each year. Ihe 
estimates nay he higher than the true rates because of the inclusion 
"of ill:'--fTrw*''*^i«^ fecshnen who were 19 yeira old at entrance, sooe of 
whoa probably graduated from high school a year or two earlier. The 
cogitations were made from data which are reported annually to the 
State Department of Finance. Extensive efforts were made to obtain 
correct information from State-level offices and campuses «Aere 
inspection of the data showed ia^robable numbers. 

The percentage of recent graduates of California high schools ^ 
enroll in California colleges and universities has not been known 
until now because of the heterogeneity of the first-time freshman 
population on lAich such coo^utatiohs are usually made. This 
population includes students vho have been out of school for some 
time (6 percent of the first-time freshmen in the State Uaiversity 
and as many as 50 percent of those in the Comnmity Colleges) , and 
students who graduated from high schools in other states or <Ao 
coinpleted secondary education in another country. 

The analysis of participation rates over a four-year period, from 
-1974 throu^ 1977 , shows that slightly more than 5 percent of the 
recent high school graduates enroll at the IJhiversity, somewhat less 
than 8 percent at the State University, and about 43 percent at the 
Comunity Colleges, for a total of about 56 percent in the three 
pubUc segments of higher education. Of the recent high school 
graduates enrolled in one of the three public se^aents of higher 
education, about 77 percent are in Community Colleges, 14 percent in 
the State University, and 9 percent in the Idiversity. With 
incomplete data, we have determined that at least 3.6 percent are 
enrolled at independent California colleges and universities . ^ 
Changes in college-going rates in the public segments since 1974 
appear to have been small, perhaps the result of random errors in 
reporting or chance fluctuations, or both. In any case, there is no 
evidence of a real decline in coUege-going rates for high school 
graduates 19 and under. It appears more likely that there was a. 
83iiht increase in 1977, over 1974 throuj^i 1976. The decline in the 
number of high school graduates lAich is occurring as a result of 
declining birth rates in the 1960s will of course result , in a^smaller 
number of young, firs t-r:ime freshmen, unless the college-going rate 
increases substantially. 



Differences Among The Counties 

Percentages of recent high school graduates in eath county who en- 
rolled iii the various segments of California higher education in 1974 
through 1977 are «?isplayed in Appendix B. Counties are ordered in 



texBs of the t4>tal xiiiiid>er of hi school .graduates, from largest to 
sinallest* Los Angeles County alone accounts for more than 30 percent 
of all California high school graduates. The conibined total for Los 
AngeleSj, Orange, San Diego, and Santa Clara Counties represents 53 
percent of the graduates, and the ten larges of the fifty^^t 
counties produce 74 percent of the graduates . Thus, statewide per- 
centages are heavily vei^ted by a very few counties, with greatest 
wei^t by those in Southern Calif omia.. 

Differences among the counties in college-going rates in each of the 
segments! and overall y are significant. They range from a high of at 
least 60 percent f or sdiool graduates from Contra Costa> San 

Francisco, Marin, Monterey, and Orange Counties, to a low of SO 
percent or less for graduates from Humboldt, Riverside , Placer, 
Butte, and San Bernardino Counties, as well as for those from nine of 
the smallest counties for which college-going rates could be 
computed* 

Counties with the largest percentage of students enrollixig in the 
University of California are Marin, 11 percent; Yolo, about 10 
percent; Contra Costa, 9 percent; San Francisco, 8 percent; and 
Alameda, 7 percent. University canipuses are located in Alameda and 
Tolo Counties, and students are able to commute to the Berkeley 
caucus frMi Contra Costa, Marin, and San Francisco Counties « No 
State University campus is located in Marin or Contra Costa County, 
which fliay account for their higher college-going rates in the 
University » Although University campuses are also located in Los 
Angeles, Orange, San Diego, Riverside, Santa Barbara, and Santa Cruz 
Counties, comparatively small percentages of the residents enroll as 
freshmen on their ''home** campuses. Very low college-going rates in 
the University were found for Fresno and Stanislaus Counties (less 
than 2 percexit each); Item, San Joaquin, and Sonoma Counties (2 
percent each); and for iw>st of the smallest counties. Sacramento 
County produced a college-going rate of less than 4 percent, although 
the Davis campus of the University is within commuting distance. 

Differences among the counties in State University college-going 
rates are at least as large as those found for the University. The 
highest rates were obtained for Fresno and San Francisco Counties 
(more than 12 percent each) , and for Los Angeles^ Santa Clara, San 
Luis Obispo, Butte, Tolo, and Madera Coimties Ubout 10 percent 
each) . State University campuses are Ibi^ted in each of these 
counties except Tolo and Madera, idiere many of the residents are 
within commuting distance of a caucus. While cainpuses are also 
located in Sonoma, Stanislaus, and San Bernardino Counties, 
relatively small percentages of local higli school graduates enroll 
there as freshmen (3, 5, and 6 percent, respectively) ♦ The list of 
counties with collegergoing rates of less than 4 percent is large. 
Among the most populous counties %ath low rates are Ventura, San 
Joaquin, Tzilare, Santa Cruz, Placer, Shasta, Imperial, and Kapa. 



la several comities, college-going rates for the Coaanmity Colleges 
were at least 50 percent in 1977. These are, for the nost part 
counties in which no University or State University caucus is located 
(or nearby) bttt in which a Coia^^ College campus or off-canpus 
center (s), or both, are located. These counties, are San Joaquin, 
MMiterey, Stanislaus, Merced, Shasta, Yuba, Lassen, and Sutter. No 
Coonmity College can^us is located in Sutter Coun^ but it was 
served in 1976 by twenty-two off-can^us centers offering forty-six 
courses for credit, under the jurisdiction of Yuba College. About 
half of the Commity College college-going rates are between 40 and 
49 percent, with relatively few below 40. Three counties with rates 
below 40 percent are Santa Clara, Humboldt and Butte, each of which 
has both State University and Comnunity College caa^nses, and Yolo, 
with a University caaipus but with only Comannity College off-campus 
centers at this time. Other counties with low collegie-going rates 
are rather sparsely populated and with small Community Colleges or 
simply off-canpus centers. 



Factors Related To Differences 

As was pointed out earlier, eligibility rates set one kind of limit 
on enrollment in the University of California and the California 
State University and Colleges, i^pendix D displays both eligibility 
and college-going rates for 1975 for the twenty-three counties with 
reasonably large samples analyzed in the Coimnission* s Eligibility 
Study. Differences in rates between the twenty-three large and 
thirty-five small counties are more striking for the University than 
for the State University. Fifteen percent of the high school 
graduates in the combined group of large counties were eligible for 
the University and 5.5 percent enrolled, collared with 10 percent 
eligible and 2.5 percent enrolled for the combined group of small 
counties. Comparable percentages for the State University are 35 
eligible and 7.6 enrolled for the large counties, and 33 eligible and 
6.0 enrolled for the small counties. Thus, the probability of being 
eligible for and enrolling in the University of California is much 
higher for high school graduates from large counties than from small 
ones. 

In neither the IMiversity nor the State University does the number of 
first-time frt^famen 19 years old and under approach the number of 
high school graduates estimated to be eligible for freshman 
admission. However, there is a positive relationship between the two 
variables for the largest counties. With the exception of Scaoma 
County, which has a very high eligibility rate for both the 
University and the State University but low college-going rates, 
counties with high eligibility rates for the University tend to jridd 
high college-going rates as well, while those with low eligibility 
also yield low college-going rates. Motivation (or expectation of 



i^tteiiding tbe Ibilversity) is undoubtedly a significant factor 
relating eligibility and college-going rates. The relationsbip 
between eligibility and college-going rates is very weak for the 
State ntdversity^ however. Low eligibility is in part tbe result of 
higf^ school seniors not taking the admissions test required by the- 
State l&Kiversi^ because of a lack of infoxmation or inten»t in 
attending. For ezanple^ San Joaquin and Yentura Counties, neither of 
idiicb has a State iJoxversity campus within its boundaries> display 
low eligibility and college*going rates • Sonoma County, on the other 
hand, has the hig^t percentage of eligible students amoog the 
fifty-eight counties, but one of the lowest colle^ -going rates. 
Both proximity to and preference for particular campuses appear to be 
strong sources of variance in cLe county rates for the State 
University system. 

Counties with the highest Community College college-going rates have 
little other hi^r education importunity available within their 
boundaries/ In these counties, between 85 and 95 percent of the 
recent hig|r school graduates who go to college in California commence 
their studies in a Community College. Some of the larger counties in 
this groiq> are Lassen, Yuba, Shasta, Uerced, San Joaquin, and Sutter 
(idiich has only off-campus centers). Other counties with lower rates 
but with Sflost of the college-going hi^ school graduates enrolled iii 
Comanmity Colleges are Laperial, Napa, Placer, San Benito, Siskiyou, 
Solano, Sonoma, Stanislaus, Tehama, Tuolumne, and Venture. 

Appendix E summarizes available information abcur off-campus ^centers 
in counties with no Community College campus. In 1975 there were 136 
such centers reported to the Commission, located in 19 counties, with 
923 credit courses offered and a total headcount enrollment of more 
than 11,000 students. Ho information is available concerning the 
ages or objectives of the students, or the nature of the courses 
offered (exc^t as credit or noncredit). ^>wever, it appears that 
the existence of off»campus centers with large numbers of offerings 
for credit encourages Community College attendance on the part of 
recent hi^ sdiool graduates, idiether at the center or the home 
campus . The annual enrollment reports made to the Commission by the 
California Cdmmunity Colleges do not distinguish between on- and 
o^-tai^us enrollments at this time. The new Commission study of 
of f -caopus operati<ms to be conducted as a result of language in the 
1978-^79 Budget Act should add to our knowledge of the role of these 
centers in equalizing <qiportunity f or recent hi^ sdiool graduates. 

appendix F di^lays countywide information for selected counties 
%dth high and low college*going rates. The educational information 
includes nuiid>er of collegiate institutions in .the county, the 
segment (s) f or idiich hi^^ college-going rates were found, and the 
percentages of students eligible for a^nission as freshmen to the 
Universi^ of California and the State University and Colleges* In 



«dd£tioa, tbe table contains percentages of the CMmty popolation 
that axe Ci> ethnic/radal ainoExties, (2) uneaploxed; and (3) with 
■fatl^lj iac^^ the poverty level and at or above $15 »CK)0 per 

yi^. Per o^ta per8<Mial incoae is also ^tonn for ea<;b^. county, 
o^iiigp 1970^ data« Statewide percentages Cf or all flf^r-eight 
ecmAiiiesy m of percentages are also displ^ed in the table* 

An obvious conclnsioii to be drawa froa the comity data is that 
o»II«ge-g6ins rates for counties are related to a cooplez set of 
fiitctocB vb&di soaetiaes cancel eadt other oat. In gaiezal» c om t ies 
with thousands of high sdiool graduates have larger percentages 
enrolling in college than those with <mly hundreds. Sudt counties 
are for the aost. part densely populated (San Francisco^ Orange^ 
Alneda, and Santa Clara) and likely to have several options for 
higher education available to recent high sdiool gradnates. 
However, several of these sane counties with. hi|^ college-going 
rates also have hiffi percentages of ainorities for ezaaple, 
Alaaeda, San Francisco, Honterey, and Santa Clara ~ and percentages 
of faailies below the poverty level whidi are higher than tbe 
statewide average. 

Counties with hi^ college-going rates also include several with low 
percentages of ethnic/radal ainorities in their population (Ifarin 
and Orange) , a large percentage of faailies with incoae at or above. 
$15,000 Qbxin, Orange, and Contra Costa), and low uncnplo^aent 
(Santa Barbara, Orange, and Monterey). Ifarin, Contra Costa, and 
Monterey Counties have no canpus of the Qoiversity or the State 
Qaiversity within their boundaries, but high school graduates 1$ and 
under appear to have the resources and aotivation to enroll in 
college in any case. Percentages of ainorities and low-incoae 
students, by county, who enroll in higher education institutions 
after high school are not available. 

Counties with low college-going rates are generally ^te sparsely 
populated, with the exception of Santa Cruz. Faaily incoae betow the 
poverty level appears to be iore M^^y rela^ted t^^^ low college-going 
rates than level of ethnic/racial ainority repiesentation in the 
population. Eadi of the '*1W college-^xng rate" in 
i^pendiac F has a hi^ber percentage of faailies witk inasae btdow the 
poverty level than the statewide percentage^ and a loaar percentage 
of faailies; with incoae above $15,000; Pe^ each 
coion^ is well below the statewide fignse, althf^^ 
unel^loyed residents varies considerably Jroa county to county. 
Altbouj^ fome-year institutions are located in wvezal of the 
^^«rsc^ poE«tlated counties, as well as Coaaunity ;|C6116|^ 
quite;; ppssili^e^ t^ access is not availaUe to aany residents i^ 
live fecybttd^^^c a caa^ns and My not^ 

incoaei friitidi would enable thea to live away firaa hoae in oi^ter to 
'attend: college. 



Sax Differences in College-Going Rates 



Collage-goiiig rates were coopated f or men and vooeii, separately^ for 
1977 « Althoo^ vosea axe regarded as an ^Hmderr^ r esented** S^onp in 
higher education, the analysis shows that woaen lAo are recent high 
school graduates attend college at a sli^btly higgler rate than nen, 
overall and in the State Hoiversi^ and the rniiniiTty Colleges, 
lowever, their enrol laent in the Ihiiversity is sliglitly low^ than 
that found for aeiu Proziaity to a caapus of the Iblversicy and/or 
the State Ibiversi^ spears to he a factor producing a higher rate 
for V «en in several comities. For ezaaple, Sacraaento County, with 
easy access to copuses in all of the public segpents, produced a 
college-going rate of 58 percent for woaen^ hut <Kily 52 percent for 
sen. Yolo County, i^ch has a Ihiiversi^ caa^us at Davis, also 
produced a significantly higher coUege^going rate for woaen than 
for «en. Fresno, San Francisco, 1fem» and BnriMldt Counties, all of 
wfaidi have State University caopuses, also showed hig|i college--going 
rates for woaen in that syatea. On the other hand, lower rates for 
wooen than mea were found for Ventura, San Joaquin, Harin, and 
Monterey, among the larger counties in idtich there is no Ihiiversity 
or State University cao^us. 

Differences aaong the counties in Cooounity College rates for aen and 
woaen cannot he esqplained by infoiaation now available* Sone 
counties show significantly hi^ier rates for men than for wonen, for 
exanple, San Mateo, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and Merced, althou^ 
the statewide rate is sli^tly hi^ier for woaen. In a few counties, 
accurate data could not be obtained for 1977 and figures in 
parentheses are for 1976. 



FLOW OF STDDENT FINANCIAL AID 

Inf oraation about recipients of student financial aid is rather 
limited in terms of its usefulness in the present analysdLs of access. 
Appendix G displays the distribution of new awards under the three 
major programs adodnistered by the California Student Aid 
Commission. As in other di^lays, the inforution is grooped by 
county, from largest to smallest in terms of number of higjh sd^ 
graduates* llolike other tables, the percint^es in eadi column sum 
to. 100. Ihe entries for eadt coun^ sbcmld be interpreted in the 
following manner, using Los Angeles as an 30.3 percent of 

all first-time freshmen used in computing the cdllegier^ rates 
graduated from high school in los Angeles County, and 36;.7 percent of 
all new State Scholarship awards were made to students from Los 
Angeles County., together with 44«2 percent of the College 
Opportunity Grant awards and 35*6 percent of the Occo^tibnal 
Education and Training Grant awards . If all factors relating to 
educational opportunity were espial (tdiich is obviously not true) , we 



aiffit expect, ti^ of anaxds to be eqoal to tiie percentage 

otf eorollwents for each conaQr . 

lheMo.«^ vdifferences aoniis tlie combes i^di relate to 4eaogr^t£c 

' ifiScmc^ ot.^'titB>iO^^ MBt «iell.' ,as- ^ to^^ {«t^(»^ of i ;«oldL^p^ ' ' 

, 'ene^liitttL^ Ihe State Sdiolarship pr o gi:a« (Cal Grant A> provides 

'■fmiiiK^'iife'^^ 

ia a it tii ti ona becaoae of their ffnimrta?'-;:!^^ ''tafrrit^ 
^ tnitlon cftargpd ■ thns the peixe^ 
fznm £oa CMnty is o6aparativ«3i7 1e£^^ 

County coll ege - foi ag rate in indepieodeiit^^^^ ZE is sot 

sn^prising to find so^ a hii^college-goisg rate since a large 
nnaber of indepcaodent insti£nct^io«is are located in 
County. The percentage of awards to students in Saa Fraincisco Coonty 
is also relatively large, again probably as a f an ct i o o i of (1) the 
maber of independent institntiMS in the area idd.di provide access 
and (2) stndent need for scfaoIsTship aid in order to t^ advantage 
of the opportnnity offered. While Cal Grant A is called a 
*'sdiolarsh^** prpgraa, needy ^plicants are not: screened at present 
on the basis of acadeadc perf oxaance (high: school grades and test 
scores). At the saae tine, Cal Grant A does not provide fimds for 
subsistence or other personal aqpenses. Ihns it secas likely that 
soae students in Los Angeles and San Francisco who can coaante to 
independent colleges and nniversities are aore likely '< o seek the 
sch ol arship aid than students in other connties tdtb the saae level 
of faaily incoae. A relativdy large per c e nta ge of aiiards was also 
Ba<te to students in Ventura County, froa irixich. aaoy students coaante 
to institutions in Los Angeles. 

The College pi^rtunity Grant prograa (Cal Grant B) is deM^jned to 
encourage diMdvantaged students to enroll in college and provides 
funds for subsistence, but not tnit^n, in the fresfaaan y«cr. At 
least 51 percent of nev awards anst be aade to stndetits eaon^^ in 
a Cbaannit7 College, with funds for tsiticnt and fees pi^^ 
sndL stud^axts transfer to four-year instilatibns;.^^^^^^^ 8^ 
percentages of new awards were a^e^ ii^^^ 

'itt^'Fresao, Tulare, TiqwMn ml , iad^.:iEjaBaL ..Ctm^ [ 
~Attg|eles^aiid San; .Francisco.' ylxeau>i^.:^tiaj^^ ■ 
have a ]iig^ percentage of the population ^Mxb is 
or -snrnaaed^ while San Fcant^sco luis a 

staltewide percentages for ainorities since i niearl^ one-^third <»f the 
popttlatibn of the 

Awards under the Oco^ational Education and Training^^^^^^^C^ 
(Cal G^ant C) are aade to students in innvate posts^:^^ 
and Coainnity (Alleges for tuition, fees, a^ 

ei^pensesv Coi^Mratively hi^ percentages^^ ^^^^o^^ ^7^' 
to students in los Angeles, Alaaeda, Mtid Soa^ and to 



students ift tlie tMeatyooB saall coaaties (4-5 pittx^ 
amrds ta the latter grdtq^^ wbicb M only percent 
sciiool fradutes aod 1.6 percent of tlie first-^tiae | 
coUegiate institiitions). It ^ipears tliat Cal GtMSO^CWa^^ 
to eqanalize opportmity for recent hj^ scfaooi gradnaf e* ^^^^^^ 
popolated counties^ ist^^idxii relaiCLviely sn^ CoiiRU^ 
o^^caapos centers are imad^Le to offor ocaqpatiooal ^docation* Cal 
Grant C provides fonds to eoalile tlMHM stado^ 
sdiools with occopatiooal trainii^ pro^cms in aetropolitan areas, 
and aay l>e sn^laaented by federal aid fmds for sid wi s t enc e ^ Ife Mj 
Iqn^thesize about reasons for tbe large percentages of awards aade to 
students in Alaneda and Los Angeles Dwm t i es in tem of hi^ier 
interest in vocational-technical ednca t ion moag res id e nt s of these 
counties than in ^Hiigher** edacatira^ at least aw»g bine collar 
vorkers. 



COttflfflflTT a}U£GC TRANSEER STUU^ 

Percentages of students transferring frw Coannttity Colleges to the 
University of California and the Calif omia State Qoiversity and 
Colleges are relatively oeaningless since the pool of ^igihle 
students is unknowou Host students could becose eligible to transfer 
to the State University if they enrolled in a Cownnity College long 
enough to earn 56 units with a grade-point average of 2^0 (C) or 
better^ if they had not been eligible for freshnm adaission lAen 
they graduated froa high sdiool. Students idio were so ^igfble aay 
transfer to either the Ihtiversity or the State Itadversity at any tine 
with a grade-point average of 2*0* Transfer to tl^ Hoiversi^ of 
California is soaeidiat wore difficult for **ineligibles»'' since they 
must have a grade-point average of 2.4 in the Conannity College and 
reaove aost subject deficiencies incurred in hi^ sdwol* ^ated 
aore sioply, aost Cnmni ty College students could- ^qptalify for 
transfer into soae baccalaureate prograa if they persisted in the 
Coaaunity College for about t»o years and eamei! satisfactory 
.grades.' ^ 

ilqppendix H displays the aost recent infoin^im luw available on the 

flov of Cboaunity College transfer students (1976 for tibe Ihiiv^ 

and 1977 for the State ISaiversity) ^ t<^gethe^ indiart^^ 

nearest caapnses to Uie Coaamrfty Colli^ges. Sistoricai'^di^ 

flov of transfer students are di^layed in j^poid^ 

ii^xaation concerning the groiirth of the ^ £^^ 

over tiae« It is ^[parent frpa the data ilt^^:^^ 

relatively fev Coaanni ty College stirfents are transferidLng to^^^^t^ 

Ibiversity of Calif<miia, statewide and pv^iioolarly f^oa saaller 

districts whidi do not have a foiur^^r institnticm vitldA th^ 

boundaries* J^itte CbUege provides a good eacaaple of 

transfers , in cooparison witii Cabrillo College in Santa Cruz County. 



Ooly 12 students trsasf erred from Butte College to the Uolversity of 
Califomls in 1976, conpsred with 36A to Cslifomls Stste University 
at Chico, which is within coonuting distance for most jtudents from 
Butte College. In fact, 80 percent of the Butte College students who 
transfer to a public four-year institution do so to California State 
University at Chico. On the other hand, Cabrillo College in Aptoa is 
not within reasonable commuting distance of a State University 
canpus and substantially fewer students transfer to one. The nearest 
cafl^pus, San Jose State University, drew only 38 percent of the 
transfers from Cabrillo to the Sute University system in 1977. 

California at SanU Cruz, which accounts for nearly two-thirds of the 
relatively large number of Cabrillo students transferrins to the 
University system. 

Other statistics of some interest will be found in Appendix H. 
Examples are the 81 percent of the transfer groi^ from Grossmont 
College and the 84 percent from the S«n Diego Community College 
District which transferred to San Diego State University; the 86 
percent which transferred from the San Jose Comauaity College 
District to San Jose SUte University; and the 85 percent which 
transferred from the State Center Connunity College District (the 
Freano area) to California State University at Fresno. The reader is 
cautioned against interpreting these statistics as "percents of 
College X students who transfer to Collefe T." Instead, they 
repiresent the percent of the transfer group from College X which 
transfers to College T. About one-third of the colleges and 
districts listed in Appendix H do not have a State University campus 
to which their transfer students might reasonably comnute. The 
proximity of such canipuses appears to increase the flow of transfer 
students from Community Colleges, except in the case of a few, 
relatively small State University casipuses. 

Appendix I displays changes in the volume of Community College 
transfer students over time, in relation to the sixe of the first- 
time freshman class from California high schools. Rather rapid 
growth in the number of Community College transfer students in the 
State University took place between 1965 , a few years after the 
Master Plan recommendations were adopted, and 1972, when compulsory 
military service ended. No regular growth can be observed after 1972 
and it is possible that a decline is actually, taking place. A 
decline would not have been expected this early since there had been 
no decline two years earlier in the enrollment of potential transfer 
students in the Community Colleges. 

The first-time freshman group has increased much more slowly than the 
transfer group in both segments and shows less evidence of leveling 
off after 1972, particularly in the State University system. It 
should be noted that Statistics in Appendices H and I are for 
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students of sll sges, rather than only those 19 and under, £or whom 
data were displayed in the other appendices. Finally, attention is 
called to the differing ratios of first-time freshmen to transfer 
students in the two segvents. In 1976, the Idst year for vhich data 
for both segments are available » the transfer student group is less 
than half the size of the first-time freshman class in the 
University, but the transfer group is 1.4 times the stze of the 
first-time freshman class in the State University. 

suusftRr AHD^^ ro^ 

^Access** and **equal opportunity" were not concepts which the 1960 
Master Plan for Higher Education in California dealt with as either 
problems or goals. However, the primary task of the Survey team for 
^ Matter Plan was to obtain a '^fozmula'' that would **provide 
abundant collegiate opportunities for qualified young people*' and at 
the same time "guard the state and state funds against unwarranted 
expansion and tmhealthy competition among the segments of public 
higher education." In 1970 the legislature adopted a specific 
statement of intent that all qualified California youth be assured 
the opportunity to enroll in an institution of higher education. 
Furthermore, the Legislature approved Resolutions in 1974 and 
subsequently relating to the needs of various minority groups for 
access and equal opportunity. The latter problem is being addressed 
by Commission staff elsewhere in a series of reports on affirmative 
action and equal opportunity. The present analysis focuses on 
questions of access to higher education for recrat graduates of high 
schools in the various counties of the State, that is, California 
young people 19 years old and tmder. 

Estimates of college-going rates were obtained by dividing nuoibers 
of first- time freshmen who were 19 and under by numbers of high 
school graduates in the same year. Rates were computed for each 
county and each of the public segments of higher education from 1974 
through 1977. College-going rates were computed for men and women 
^separately in 1977, and for independent colleger and universities. 
County rates were related to eligibility rates for the University of 
California and the California State University and Colleges, 
location of institutions, the flow of State student aid funds, and 
various demographic variables. Statistics were slso compiled for 
transfer students from the Community Colleges. 

There are significant differences among the counties in college- 
going rates for each of the segments and overall. Location of one or 
more four-year institutions within the county or in an adjacent 
county appears to be a major factor affecting the college-going rate. 
Other important factors are population size and density, and family 
income level (percentages below the poverty level and at or above 



$15,000). Womea achieved a college-goiag rate at least as high as 
that found for men 19 years old and under, although wooen are 
somewhat underrepresented in the freshmen class in the University 
system. Proximity to a four-year college campus appears to a more 
iisportant factor to women than to men in deciding ahout going to 
college, particularly in the State University system. 

Changes in college-going rates were small during the four-year 
period for which data were analyzed, with no obvious trend. The 
finding of little change in the rates for the University and State 
University between 1974 and 1977 is consistent with findings from 
similar juialyais^^ f^ prior years , which Ishowed very little change 
over tine. The population studied was of course limited to first- 
time freshmen 19 years and under who graduated from Calif omis high 
schools; out-of-state students and those irtio moved to California 
after graduating from high school were excluded. Increases in rates 
or changes in the distribution of students among the segments, or 
both, mii^t have been expected during the period studied because of 
the vastly increased amount of student aid available for both 
subsistence and tuition and fees through the federal Basic 
Opportunity Grant program, together with new affirmative action 
plans and outreach programs. However, no evidence was found that 
changes have occurred in the college-going sates as a result of the 
new or augmented programs. 

The eligibility rates for fresbman admission to the University and 
the State University also vary considerably among the counties. In 
the case of the University, the percentages eli^ble in the saiall 
counties tend to be much lower than those found for counties with the 
largest nuaibers of high school graduates. It is possible that 
students in counties with few high school graduates lack information 
about or interest in preparing for University admission and thus do 
not have the pattern of courses required by the University (but not 
the State University) for freshman admission. 

Independent colleges and universities appear to increase substan- 
tially the college-going rates for high school graduates in the 
geographic areas in vhleh. the campuses are located, but draw com- 
paratively few California students from other counties. State 
Scholarship winners also tend to come from counties in which 
independent institutions or University campuses, or both, are 
located, at which they use their awards for tuition and fees. 
College Opportunity Grant (COG) winners, on the other hand, come from 
both urban and rural counties with concentrations of minority and 
otherwise disadvantaged students. The COG awards may be used for 
subsistence but not tuition and fees in the freshman year, and at 
least half the recipients must enroll in a Comnonity College. Thus 
the two student aid programs funded by the State have different 
iinpacts on college-going rates for the various counties. 
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Coammity Colleges are providing opportunity for hi|^r educetion 
for a large majority of the California atudentfl who attend college 
after graduating fron high school, particularly in counties outside 
the «aJor aetropolitan areas. It is not knoim at this tine whether 
such students prefer Cooounity Colleges over other ti^es of insti- 
tutions, or do not really have a choice. Student aid helps insure 
that choice is available to students with financial need, particu- 
larly under the relatively new Basic Opportnnitjr Grant prograa, 
which provides funds for subsistence. It fill be iaportant to 
iMnitor changes in coll<^e*joinf rates jnd pattezu asjMr^ and 
better infonsation are available concerning student aid prognas. 

Coamnity College transfer students constitute a aignificant segment 
of the undergraduate student body in the University and State 
University systeas , although nunbers are saall in cooparison with 
total Coamnity College enrollaents . Proziaity to a four-year col- 
lege caa^us appears to be an iaportant factor in C ii iinl ty College 
student transfer, particularly in the State University systea. 
Eligibility to transfer is probably no barrier for aost Coaaunity 
College students who wish to continue to the baccalaureate degree at 
the University or State University. However, availability of 
student aid for subsistence expenses after transfer may have been a 
problea until recently, when transfer students becaae eligible for 
Basic Opportunity Grants. In any event, the data at hand do not 
perait one to aake any judgment concerning lAether Coaaunity College 
transfers have full opportunity to coaplete baccalaureate degrees, 
as was intended in the Master Plan in 1960, and by the legislature in 
1970. 

The current analysis of college-going rates and related factors is 
the first of what is expected to be an ammal report on trends and 
changes. 
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f jMtMK— Tooether Ml tit Elected Independent Instittftlons 



E«pl«n>tory Mat— 

1. Th« H»rtng Is pr«e«d«d by « California eooaty aap 
viiieh shows ths eoaatias in California and tlia nunbar 
of institutions in aaeh eoun^. 

2. Iha iadapandant isstitations vfaieh ara listad ara 
gaaaral-pnrpoaa eoll^as ssd tmivarsitias with nndar* 
graduata atndants, ard ara eaadidatas for aeeradita- 
tion or accraditad \y tha Vastam Association of 
Schools and Collagas. 
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Ptrcentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling in Each Se; 
of California Higher Education by County and Year (1974-1977 



Explanatory Hot— 

I« Ihe parcentagas are estdaataa of tha collase*tolas raitaa f or 
recant high school graduataa ia each of the f oar aeffMota of 
Callforsia hl^iar edocatloiu Zha pwceatagea vara obtained 
hj dlvl4iag tha nnabara of studeata lAo^^^ i^ 
or uaiar fAaa th^ onroUad as firat^tiaM freahnen,! by tha 
luabara of high achool gradoates txt June of the aaaa year, 
for each coimty aad atatavida. Both part^ and fuU^tiaa 
atudanta vara indudad in tha cospotatloii of tha pardclpa- 
tlon rataa* 

2. Hoflbara of high achool gradoatas, by county, vara obtainad 
froB annual raporta prepared by tha State Oepartaent of 
Education for botii public and private high schools * 

3* First-dae freshnan enrollment ^ta for the three public 
aegiaanta vere obtained from annual reports on sources of 
atudanta iriilch the aegpwnta are required to prepare for the 
State Department of Finance* 

4« Dsita for Independent coUeges and unlversltlea vere obtained 
by masna of a special request for assistance made by the 

Association of Independent California Colleges end Univer- 
sities on July 5» 1978* Forty-one Inatltutlotts responded 
vlth Information about the origins of their first-time 
freshmen* The forty-one Institutions enrolled more than 
75 percent of the total undergraduate enrollment in Inde- 
pendent California instltutlona in 1977. 



Information about the college-going rates in the Independent 
laatltutlons is not vfaolly comparable to that obtained for 



ttM piAUc t^f*^^ slac« scow Instltutloiis could provide 
Ottly sl9 ebd«s for tiMtr stado&ts ' hoM •ddr— — > rmdMt 
chaA codM f or schools from lAlch ^Mir ^^^s^^ 

fraOnttod* Itirtliaors^ it wmm sot fusiblo to liait ths 
HaM^tSm^ t^^ to tiioM 19 7^ 

ict oBtm tfaoM ronMosi tli^ coimt^ 

for tlM ±pdmpmxMimic SmeM:^^maj'' 
thaa tiioM viiieh voold Tu^m bMfll 
if tiM dM iracr* coi^tt^bl* to thoss of th* pulilte 




Tbo fonoiiliig lastltotlons rospondod vltii lafbtattloii about 
tiio coaaor of origin of tboir f irst^tiM frosl 

AzoM Pacific Collage 
Calif omia Baptist CoUaga 
Calif omia CdUaga of 

Arts and Craf ts 
California Isstitnta of Tacfanology 
California latharan Collage 
daraaoat Hi na College 
Chapaaa Collage 
Cogswell Collage 
College of B0I7 MssMS 
College of Botre Same 
Poeitilcan College 
Fresao Pacif ic College 
Barvej Hudd College 
Buapbr^s College 
laaaculata Heart College 
La Verne College 
LoM Linda 

Loa Angelea Baptist College 
Loyola^-MarTBonnt University 
UsTTaonnt Palos Verdes College 
Occidental College 
Facif ic Union College 
Pepperdine University 

Information is arranged so diat counties vitii the largest 
bers of hig^ school g r ad n atea appear first. 86 percaittages are 
ahown for the eight counties id.th the snallest mnbers of high 
school graduates since such percentages are uureliabla. 



Pitser College 
Point Loan College 
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Saint llirym 

San Ititacisco Conservatory 
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Scri^a College 
Simpson C^2ege 
Soutliem Calif omia College 
Southern California CoU^ 
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Stanford University 
United States Intemational 

University 
University of the Pacific 
University of San Franciaco 
University of San Oi^o 
Ihiiversit? of Santa Clara 
University of Southern 

California 
Ves tmont College 
Ohittier College 
Voodbury Unlversl^ 
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Percentages of Recent High School Graduates Enrolling 
In Each Segment of California Higher Education 
by County and Year (T974-1977) 
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1.7 


6.9 


46.7 




55.3 






1976 


4,744 


2.0 


6.7 


47.7 




56.4 






/ / 










7 7 




58 7 


Santa 


19 74 


4,^7Q 


7 


A A 


A7 7 




57 ^ 




Bari>ara 


1975 


4,386 


5.8 


4.8 


48.8 




59.4 






1976 


4,489 


5.7 


4.2 


49.8 




59.7 






1977 


4,247 


5.3 


5.3 


49*1 


3.0 


CA ^ 

59.7 


OZ.7 


San Joaquin 




<»,J_LO 






A^ ^ 




57 5 




1975 


4,339 


3.0 


3.5 


50.2 




56.7 






1976 


4,121 


2.2 


3.0 


56.8 




62.0 






1977 


4,092 


2.4 


2.7 


54.0 


3.9 


59.1 


63.0 


SonoBa 


1974 


3,518 


1.9 


3.4 


43.7 




49.0 






1975 


3,522 


2.2 


3.6 


40-3 




46.1 






1976 


3,565 


2.Q 


2.9 


47.0 




51.9 






1977 


3,463 


2.2 


3.4 


44.0 


2.1 


49.6 


51.7 



B-2 
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Comty 


Tear 


NiflDBbex 
of E.S. 
Grade. 


Percentage Snrollisg as Fresbaen In* 


UC 


CSUC 


ccc 


Isd. 


: Total 
Mile 


A ♦ 

Graoa 
Total 






j»400 


10.22 


7.72 


43.42 




61.32 


■ ■ ... 




1775 


59J55 


10.7 


6.5 


46.7 




53.9 










10.0 


7.7 


49.3 


. — ■ . 


67.0 






1977 


3,226 


11.1 


7.2 


44.5 


4.62 


62.8 


67.42 






39000 


4.8 


5.4 


58.4 




68.6 






l77v 




4.8 


5.*3 


50.5 




60.6 

WW . w 






1976 


3,125 


4.9 


5.0 


57.9 


— 


67.8 






1977 


3,045 


5.4 


4.9 


58.9 


2.9 


69.2 


72.1 




1974 


Z,OOZ 


1.4 


5.1 


39.1 




45.6 






1975 


Z,8oo 


1.2 


4 9 


41.7 




47 8 

^# . w 






1976 


2,771 


1.9 


4.7 


44.6 




51.2 






1977 


2,654 


1.5 


4.9 


51.4 


2.0 


57.8 


59.8 


Tulare 


1974 


2,554 


1.4 


3.4 


48.6 




53.4 




• 


1975 


2,654 


1 9 


2.9 


47 8 




52 6 






1976 


2,721 


1.8 


2.9 


46.4 




51.1 


— 




1977 


2,643 


1.4 


2.3 


45.5 


2.1 


49.2 


51-3 


Solano 


1974 




4.3 


4.8 


39.6 




48.7 






1975 


2,582 


4 8 


4.4 






50 7 






1976 


2,578 


3.8 


5.6 


42.7 




52.1 


— 




1977 


2,657 


3.4 


4.9 


42.6 


2.2 


50.9 


53.1 


Santa Croz 


1974 


A AAA 

2,022 


4.4 


3.0 


40.6 




48.0 






1975 


2,156 


3.9 


2.8 


38.7 




45.4 

^W 






1976 


2,117 


5.3 


2.9 


39.6 


— 


47.8 


— 




1977 


1,940 


4.3 


2.8 


48.2 


3.2 


55.3 


58.5 


Merced 


1974 


1,818 


2.0 


4.1 


58.1 




64.2 






1975 


<• AA£ 

1,826 


1.8 


4.6 


48.1 




54.5 






1976 


1,853 


1.6 


5.6 


52.5 




59.7 


— • 




1977 


1,825 


1.9 


6.1 


56.6 


1.4 


64.6 


66.0 


insBDOxac 


1974 


1,601 


1.3 


9.2 


31.6 




42.1 


■ . .. 




.1975 


1,519 


1.6 


7.1 


31.6 




40.3 






1975, 


1,448 


1.3 


7.4 


34.3 




43.0 




1 
I 


1977 


1,415 


2.3 


7.4 


33.4 


1.6 


43.1 


44.7 


Placer 


1974 


1,589 


2.0 


3.7 


39.1 




44.8 






1975 


1,620 


1.7 


3.4 


45.1 




50.2 






1976 


1,675 


1.8 


3.1 


41.1 




46.0 






1977 


1,728 


2.2 


3.5 


41.4 


1.0 

1 


47.1 


48.1 



S-3 



49 





Yssr 


5ad>«r 
of E.S. 
Grads. 


?«re«acage Enrolllag ax Fn 






UC 


csuc 


CCC 


iBd. 


Total Gsaad ; 
Poblle XotiX, 


Sn Lois 




It5o0 


1.8Z 


11.32 


37.72 




50.81 




Obispo 


197S 


Xy4/7 


1.7 


11.1 


38.2 




51.0 








2.1 


10.1 


45.6 




57.8 






1977 


1,450 


1.7 


9.6 


45.4 • 


1.0% 




S7.7Z 








1.9 


13.3 


38.9 




54.1 






1975 


1 AAA 


2.1 


9.9 


41.9 




53.9 






1970 


1 A9A 


2.0 


9.8 


34.5 





46.3 






1977 


1,383 


2.8 


10.5 


37.4 


0.6 


V) 7 






197* 


1,400 


1.5 


2.0 


52.8 




56.3 






1973 


Y CIA 


1.5 


2.1 


45.6 




49.2 






1976 


1«399 


1.1 


2.2 


55.7 


— 


59.0 






1977 


1,427 


1.7 


2.2 


— • 


0.7 


59 6 


60 3 


xolo 




1,411 


8.9 


10.6 


30.8 




50.3 






1975 


1,297 


11 0 


9 6 


30 0 




50.6 


— 




1976 


1,259 


10.2 


9.8 


35.1 


— 


55.1 






1977 


1,300 


10.5 


10.8 


35.8 


2.6 


57.1 


59*7 


Iap«rlAl 


1974 


1,ZS9 


2.9 


2.9 


46.3 




52.1 


— 




1975 


AA^ 

1,397 


1 5 


2 6 


42 2 




46.3 


— 




1976 


1,241 


2.6 


3.2 


48.0 


— 


53.8 






1977 


1,227 


3.2 


3.6 


47.0 


2*2 






Hapa 

- 


1974 


^ AA / 

1,294 


3.6 


2.9 


57.7 




64.2 


— 


1975 


1,258 


3 3 


3 6 


57 9 




64.8 






1976 


1,297 


4.1 


3.5 


48.7 


— 


56.3 






1977 


1,221 


3.3 


3.5 


49.3 


2.8 


56 1 


58.9 


Kings 


1974 


^ AA£ 

1,006 


1.9 


6.2 


33.6 




41.7 


— 


1975 


A^A 

9o9 


2-2 


5-6 


41.4 




49.2 


— 




1976 


943 


1.5 


6.6 


42.5 


— 


50.6 






1977 


985 


1.2 


5.1 


44.8 


1.1 


51.1 

WA V A 


52.2 


Hendodno 


1974 


817 


1.7 


6.6 


41.0 




49.3 






1975 


838 


2.5 


7.0 


42.4 




51.9 






4 A*V^ 

1976 


A/ A 

848 


2.5 


7.4 


34.1 




44.0 






1977 


822 


2.1 


5.4 


38.9 


1.7 


46.4 


48X 


£1 Dorado 


1974 


800 


2.4 


5.8 


29.6 




37.8 






1975 


825 


3.3 


9.1 


35.8 




48.2 






1976 


862 


2.8 


5.8 


35.6 




44.2 




1 


1977 


907 


3.4 


7.3 


38.7 


2.0 1 


49.4 


51.4 









Pcrc«at«ge agoTHTig m 7x 


881bB8& ixii^ 




UC 


CSUC 


CCC 


lad. 








2974 


629 


3-22 


3 4Z 


49.8Z 




56.4Z 






1975 


695 




d 2 






65.3 






1976 


693 


2.2 


4.3 


50.6 




57.1 






2977 


685 




3.1 


56.2 


3.5X 


61.5 


65«QZ 




2974 


584 




2 6 


54 1 




58.4 






2975 


620 










63.4 


■; 




2976 


516 




1.7 


61.0 




64.1 






2977 


481 


4.2 


2.1 


65.1 


1.0 


71.4 


72.4 


Slsidyoa 


2974 


571 


1 9 


4 6 


37 3 




43.8 






2975 


557 




4 7 






48.2 






2976 


524 


1.5 


4.6 


42.2 




48.3 






2977 


505 


1.4 


6.5 


48.1 


1.6 


56.0 


57.6 




2974 


538 


1 7 


7 1 


&1 8 




50.6 






1975 


529 






42.0 • 




50.2 






2976 


486 


2.3 


6.8 


44.8 


— 


53.9 






2977 


522 


1.5 


4.6 


52.1 


1.1 


58.2 


59.3 


Usd«rm 


2974 


939 


2 6 


U 7 


32 5 




46.8 






2975 


519 


2*1 


9.4 


39.9 




51.4 






2976 


¥tl 


1.5 


U.2 


3^.6 


— 


53.3 






2977 


596 


0.7 


9.7 


42.1 


1.8 


52.5 


54.3 




2974 


417 




3 4 






41.0 






2975 


366 


0 8 


5.2 


38.8 




44.8 






2976 


497 


1.2 


2.0 


36.4 




39.6 






1977 


499 


1.2 


5.0 


37.5 


0.8 


43.7 


44.5 


Taoltjsme 


2974 


368 


2 S 








41.7 






2975 


353 


2 ^ 


e 7 
^. / 


^ 7 




47.7 






2976 


363 


1.4 


8.3 


39.9 




49.6 








375 


2.4 


8.0 


38.7 


2.4 


49.1 


51.5 


Laka 


2974 


304 


2 5 




«rJL.X 




49.7 






2975 


314 


7 ^ 








46.4 






1976 


305 


2.3 


6.6 


42.6 


— 


51.5 






1977 


311 


1.6 


6.1 




1.3 


50.3 


51.6 


Glentt 


1974 


303 


4.0 


9.2 


22.8 




36.0 






1975 


289 


2.8 


6.6 


25.6 




35.0 






1976 


344 


1.7 


10.8 


31.7 




44.2 






1977 


355 


1.4 


5.6 


42.8 


0.8 


49.8 


50.6 



County 


T«ax 


o£ S«S* 
Grads. 


?erc<atag« Enrollisg Fn 






uc 


I 

CSuC 1 


ccc 


Xaa* 


total 
PobUe 


Onod 
Ibtal ; 




2974 


299 


4.4X 


8.4Z 


30.1Z 




42.9Z 






1973 


Zo6 


1,7 


5.9 


25.5 




33«1 


^ \. 




1976 


270 


5.2 


7.0 


31.S 










1977 


280 


1.8 


5.0 


32.8 


4.3Z 








1974 


289 


1.0 


3.1 


37.0 




41.1 






1973 




1.2 


3.2 


60.9 










1970 




1.4 


2.5 


54.9 




3<>*o 






1977 


264 


1.5 


3.0 




0.8 






San Benito 


1974 


254 


3.2 


7.1 


44.9 




55.2 


— 




1973 


2/3 


2.5 


6.9 


69.8 




TO ^9 
/9*Z 






1976 


Z76 


2.2 


8.7 


45.3 




30*Z 






1977 


251 


1.6 


5.2 


41.8 


1.6 


48*6 


3U«Z 


0«1 Sort* 


1974 


249 


0.4 


7.2 


25.7 




33*3 


— 




1975 




0.4 


5.9 


34.0 




«HI*3 






1976 


Z41 


1.6 


^.3 


32.0 




41«9 






1977 


^ A^ 

197 


2.0 


7.1 


21.3 


0,5 


^A A 

30.4 


'lA A 

30*9 


Pluaas 


1974 


243 


0.4 


U.5 


34.6 




46.5 


— 




^ A*9C 

1975 


Z41 


2.9 


8.7 


31.1 




AO T 
«lZ*/ 






1976 


255 


1.6 


7.8 


29.8 




^A 0 






1977 


A^ e 

265 


1.5 


9.8 


38.5 


5.3 


ft 




Calsveras 


1974 


207 


1.0 


1.4 


32.8 




35.2 






1975 


A*9f 

235 


2.6 


6.4 


34.9' 




43*9 






1976 


222 


1.8 


7.2 


37.4 




/. £ A 

40*4 






1977 


260 


0.8 


7.7 


36.5 


3.5 


^5*0 


/.A e 
48*3 


TOTAL* 


1974 


289,417 


5.1 


7.6 


41.3 




54.0 






1975 


293,941 


5.3 


7.5 


43.1 




55.9 






1976 


289,454 


5.1 


7.8 


41.7 




54.6 






1977 


285,360 


5.2Z 


8.0Z 


43.3Z 


3T62 


56.5Z 





^ Pcrcents vtre not olcnTaf^ for Colusa^ Amador^ Trlalt7» Modoc^ Harlposa^ 
^fooDy SlertB^ and Alp-ttwn counties because of the snail nnabers of high 
school giraduates. Ho»e\rer, data f or diese counties are. included is the 
•^Total** figcres. 



APP0OIXC 

P er cen t ages of Men and Uoaen Enrolled as Ffrst-Tlae Freshwn 
in Eftch of the Public Segaents of Califbrnia 
Higher Education, by County, Fall lOT 



EatplantMcy Sot— 



1. P«rccnca<*s wtre obtalaad for 
for Tall 1977, using data, dmaexSbmi In Appondlx B. 
Sine* Infomtioa aboot tb* proportions ^ nsls and 
£«ttlo gradoatcs fra private bl^ scb fBol s «u 
Plata, It was naeassary to aaka as rinaraa for 
eooBtlas, Qslsg Ittfornatirn i prwrldad by aina o£ tba 
10 California Catbolic dloeasas for g radn a tas of tbalr 
schools in f if ^"-slx coontias. 

2. ?ercaatagas for Cowmity CoUagas idiich appear in 
pareotbases are for Fall 1976. In msdi eases, data 
for Fall 1977 ai^paartd to be suspect. 
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APPENDIX C 

PkmBtagts of ^1^^^^^ 

fnsitmm in Eadi of the PnUlc Segmts o^ 
Cftlf fbnila Hfgber £dac8tfoo, by Caantfs 
fall 1977 






Sax 


Bl^ Sdiool 




d «s lizse 








CSUC 








Uala 


41,677 


6.1Z 


9.6S 


40.91 








^ 762 


5-8 


111 4 








Hila 


13A77 


5.8 


7.7 


4841 






Vnala 


13^744 


5.1 


8.6 


47-7 


61.4 ' HiH 


Sn Ditto 


Hala 


10,096 


5.9 


5.8 










lO 292 


5.6 


6.1 






Santa Clara 




8,823 


5.9 


10.0 


37^ 






IStsaXa 


8 807 


5-7 


lA 9 


39 4 


•■ --t'NVj'IJ 


ilaatda 


Mai* 


6,833 


7.3 




41^ 


p 

^.57*2... . 








6 4 




^^•^ 


57 ^ -^^i 

-■ ■ ■ . ■ Mri- 


^iCTIBtfUirn 




5^263 


3.4 




43^0 


52a j3 








3-8 


7 A 


^ 7 




S«i Bttxnazdlao 




4,809 


3.2 


6.1 


39.2 


48^ ? 




FcBala 






c a 


At A 
^A«^ 


• " " -J 


Cotitxa Costa 


Hal* 


4,767 


9.1 


6.9 


45.3 


61.3 : 




FasaXa 




a ft 


o ^ 






Ska Katfto 


Usle 


3,796 


6.1 




""47.1 


60.0 , ^ 




f aaaiLa 


A OAK 


i% 1 

O.X 


' •■^ 


A^ a 
aij«o 


; : 


VSntozm 


Mala 


3,349 


3.3 


4.5 


46-7 


. . 54.5 




Fasala 


3,583 


2.8 


3.5 


45.6 


31.9 "J 


Blimrside 


Hala 


3,251 


4.6 


4.5 


40.5 


■ •■ ■49*6 




Fcmala 


3,383 


5.0 


4.9 


42.4 




FcAano 


Mala 


3,150 


1.6 


11.3 


40.1 


.53.fti7:|i 




Famala 


3,249 


1.3 


13.7 


40.7 




San Frandaco 


VMlm 


3,019 


8.4 


11.5 


43«8 






FteaXe 


3^89 


7.8 


14.9 


44.6 





^Aaiber of 



County 


dax 


Graduaeaa 


ac 


CSUC 


CCC 


Toeal 






2,357 


2.3Z 


6.12 


(47. 7) Z 


56. IZ 




?«auu.tt 


2,502 


le5 


7eO 


(*7e7; 


57.0 


Sffitm Barbara 


Malt 


2,154 


5e7 


5.1 


47.4 


58.2 






2,093 


4e8 


c c 


^U. / 


ox.x 


Saa Joaqola 


Malt 


2,043 


2.4 


2.5 


56.0 


60.9 


?«inal« 


2,049 


2eH 


2e8 


51.9 


57el 




Mala 


1,691 


2 el 


3.7 


40.3 


46.1 




Fanala 


1,772 


2e3 


3.2 


A^ & 






Mala 


1,528 


U.8 


8.0 


44.0 


63.8 




Taaala 


1,698 


10.5 


6.5 


AC A 


oz.u 


Ikmtaray 


Male 


1,448 


5.9 


4.6 


59.9 


70.4 


Famale 


1,597 


4.8 


5.1 


58.1 


68.0 


Staaialaaa 


y i 


1,275 


2.4 


4.4 


54.4 


61.2 




i oale 


1,379 


0.7 


5.4 


48.6 


54.7 


Itilare 


Male 


1,339 


1.6 


2.3 


38.9 


42.8 




Faaale 


1,304 


1.3 


2.2 


52.5 


A 

56.0 


fkblano 


Male 


1,303 


3.6 


4.4 


43.5 


51.5 




Female 


1,354 


3.2 


5.2 


A^ a 

41.8 


CA ^ 

50.2 


Santa Cruz 


Male 


958 


4.8 


3.3 


46.9 


55.0 




Female 


982 


4.8 


2.3 


AO C 


50. / 




Male 


900 


1.8 


5.9 


59.3 


67.0 




female 


925 


1.7 


0.3 


53.9 


^1 A 
01.7 


Buoboldt 


Male 


732 


2.0 


6.3 


31.3 


39.6 




Female 


683 


2.5 


8.6 




7 


Placar 


Male 


867 


2.4 


3.2 


42.0 


47.6 




Female 


861 


2.1 


3.8 


40.8 


46.7 


San Luis Oblspc 


Male 


692 


1.7 


9.2 


46.4 


57.3 


Fcioale 


758 


1.6 


9.9 


44.6 


56.1 


Butta 


Male 


702 


2.6 


U.4 


35.2 


49.2 




Female 


681 


3.1 


9.5 


39.8 


52.4 



ERIC 



C-2 



^ ^ ^^ CouBCy 




Nximbar of 


Enrolled u Flrat-TliM "Embma. ia 




- H±^ School 
tSipeduecea 


UC 


csnc 


CCC 




Shasta 


Hala 


733 


1.8Z 


1.9Z 


(51.4)Z 


55 .IX:;; 




Famala 


694 


1.6 


2.4 


(60.0) 


64.0 


Yolo 


Mala 


649 


9.7 


9.9 


31.0 


50.6 'P' 




Famala 


651 


11.2 


11.8 


40.7 


63.7 . j^ 


lo^rlal 


Mala 


584 


3.8 


3.2 


46.1 


53.1 




Faaale 


643 


2.6 


3.9 


47.9 


54 .4 


Napa 


Male 


576 


3.5 


2.8 


48.4 


54.7 




Feoale 


645 


3.1 


4.2 


50.1 


57.4 'p 


Kings 


Mala 


467 


1.5 


4.9 


51.8 


58*2 




Faaale 


518 


1.0 


5.2 


38.4 


44.6 f 


Mendocino 


Male 


405 


2.2 


6.2 


36.8 


45.2 




Feaule 


417 


1.9 


4.6 


41.0 


47.5 


El Dorado 


Male 


467 


4.3 


7.5 


37.0 


48 .8 




Feaiale 


440 


2.7 


7.0 


40.4 


50.1 


Suttar 


Male 


309 


1.6 


3.6 


56.0 


61.2 




Female 


376 


2.7 


2.7 


56.4 


61.8 


Tuba 


Male 


218 


4.1 


1.8 


(58.2) 


64.1 --M 




Feaiale 


263 


4.2 


2.3 


(64.0) 


70.5 ™ 


Siskiyou 


Male 


255 


0.8 


6.7 


43.5 


sl.O ' 




Feic 


250 


2.0 


6.4 


52.8 


61.2 : 


Tehasa 


Male 


271 


1.8 


4.1 


44.6 


50.5 




Female 


251 


1.2 


5.2 


60.2 


66.6 ^ 


ifadara 


Male 


311 


0.3 


8.0 


. 43.4 


51.7 




Female 


285 


1.0 


U.6 


40.7 


53.3 


Havada 


Male 


247 


0.8 


4.9 


36.0 


41.7 '"^^i 




Female 


252 


1.6 


5.2 


38.9 


45.7 ■§ 


Tttolumaa 


Male 


195 


3.1 


6.7 


34c4 


■■v3l 

44.2 , 




Festale 


180 


1.7 


9.4 


43.9 


55.0 J 


Laka 


Male 


153 


2.6 


5.9 


(35.4) 


43.9 




Female 


158 


0.6 


6.3 


(49.8) 


56.7 
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S4X 


"Kuaber of 
Bign scaoo^ 
Graduate* 


Eorolled aa Ftrsc-Xiaa Temsi 


tmea te^ 


nc 


csnc 


ri rl 

ccc 


local 






177 


I.IZ 

e AO 


2.3Z 


41. 2X 


44. 6Z 




178 


le7 


9.0 


44.4 


J>W eX 


Inyo 


Male 


143 


4fe eX 


6.3 


25.9 


34e3 


F«oale 


137 


1.5 


3e6 


40el 


4S 5 


LaMtn 


Male 


134 


e^ 


e ^ 




52.5 


Fa&ale 


130 


0.8 


1-5 


(64e0> 


DO* J 


S«n B«nlto 


Male 


123 




L 1 


•fi^e7 


51.2 




Female 


128 


0.0 


6.2 


39.8 


^DeU 


Dftl Norttt 


Male 


84 


2.4 


7.1 


22.6 


32.1 


Feoale 


113 


1.8 


7 el 


9n 4 


X7e J 






126 


2.4 


4.8 


54.0 


61.2 


Female 


139 


0.7 


14.4 


24.5 


39.6 


CAla:vmxas 


Male 


143 


1.4 


5.6 


34.3 


A1 A 

•^XeW 


Female 


117 


0.0 


10.3 


39.3 


49.6 


TOTAL 


Kale 


138,769 


5.4Z 


7.6X 


43.22 


56.22 




Female 


145.664 


5.0 


8.4 


43.4 


56.8 



ERIC 



57 

C-4 



APPENDIX 0 



PercenUges Of High School Graduates Estimated To Bt Eligible for 
Adnlsslon to the University of California and the California 
State University and Colleges as First-Time Freshaen In 
1975, Together With College-Going Rates by County 



ExplaMtory Hotas 

1. Frufaaan eligibility ratu for tha UnivcrslQr of Califor- 
nia and tha California State IJnivcraity and CoUacaa vara 
obtalnad from tha Coaniaaion** 1976 atndy of tha aliglMl- 
Ity of a 3.5 pareant aaa^le of high aehool sradutaa la 
1975. No parcaata aca ahowa for thlxty-flTft eouxitiaa for 
vtaich fawer than asvanty-f gradoataa war* iacladad In 
tha aaapla atudiad baeauae of the miraliablllty of the 
pareanta obtained froai snail aaaplea. 

2. «o "total eligible'* pereeats were eoopoted since those 
obtained for the State Universi^ are in nost eases the 
saaa aa a total. This is jcrua in tiiat aost students who ' 
are eligible for the Ihtiversity are- also eligiole for the 
State University. All high school gcidaates are eligible 
for adaission to the Conmnlty GoJ^egia^* together vlth 
son-graduatea vho can profit fron 'the instructioa offered. 
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APPENDIX 0 



Perctntages of High School Graduates Estimated To Be Eligible for 
AdBlsstorto the Un1ver$+ty of C^^^ and the CaTtfemf a 

State University and Colleges as First-Time Freshmen In 
1975, Together With College-Going Rates by County 





Total 
Ifciabar of 
High School 
Graduataa 


Paxecnt Eligible 


P«rc«at Enrolling 


UC 


CSUC 


UC 


CSDC 


Total 




01 AAA 


16Z 


35Z 


6.2Z 


9.2Z 


15. 4Z 




27 079 


17 


39 


5.3 


7.4 


12.7 




20 A12 


16 


31 


5«6 


6.0 


11.6 




17 a2Q 


22 


44 


5.7 


9.2 


14.9 




14 513 


13 


32 


6.9 


8.8 


15.7 




11 202 


12 


31 


8.8 


6.8 


10.6 




10 509 


12 


41 


2.7 


5.2 


7.9 




Q 687 


20 


38 


9.4 


7.5 


16.9 




ft 2Qfi 


13 


30 


7.3 


7.0 


14.3 




7 0fi5 


11 


24 


3.1 


3.5 


6.6 




6 860 


13 


31 


4.3 


3.0 


7.3 






12 


35 


2.0 


12.1 


14,1 




6 521 


18 


30 


3.3 


11.5 


19.8 




4 801 

OVA 


10 


31 


1.7 


6.9 


8.6 


Santa Barbara 


4,386 


18 


38 


5.8 


4.8 


10.6 


San Joaqiiln 


4,339 


10 


30 


3.0 


3.5 


6.5 


Sonoma 


3,522 


21 


47 


2.2 


3.6 


5.8 


Marin 


3,355 


18 


46 


10.7 


6.5 


17.2 


Honcarey 


3,145 


14 


39 


4.8 


5.3 


10.1 


Stanislaus 


2,868 


7 


28 


1.2 


4.9 


6.1 
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County 


7eul 
^ A of 


P«re«at SUglbl* 


Pcretnt EnrolUng 


GndMtM 


UC 


CSUC 


UC 


csoc 


Total 


Tolaro 


2,654 


8Z 


31Z 


1.9Z 


2.9Z 


4.8Z 


Solno 


2,582 


7 


24 


4.8 


4.4 


9.2 


Saata Cna 


2,156 


5 


32 


3.9 


2.8 


6.7 


35 comtlM 
ulth £«MSt 
mabar of 
U^S^ graduatos 


22,652 


lOZ 


33Z 


• 

2.5Z 


6.0Z 


8.5Z 


23 couadas 
td.th laxgaat 
onbar of 


271,289 


15 


35 


5.5 


7.6 


13.1 


srmBZDE 

TOIAL 


293,941 


15Z 


35Z 


5.3Z 


7.5Z 


12.8Z 
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APPENDIX E 

Smaai7 of Informtlon About Off -Campus Centor Prograns 
Offered by Conunlty Colleges In Counties Without 
a Conninlty College Canpus 



E«pl«Mtory Hbfs 



1. Zofocaatlon imm abtaliMd in a special Cr—f iifiw 
nvrmy o£ thm off-eaapue operatioiw of tbe three 
pvibllc sagMnts In 1976« Tha peasant analyala la 
Halted to Coanni^ CoUeee opeeastoaa In IB 
coontiaa In vfaich tbera ara no cbllagiata inatitn!- 
tlona» and in Tola County lAara there is a Itelvar-- 
aity of Cal:l£omia caapoa bat no Ci—mlty Collega^ 

2« Llttla la kncen at thia tlaa ^oot dia natnre of 
the eooraaa offend or the atndanta aenred by 
thaaa off-caapoa cantara* Bowavar^ the atatlatl* 
cal data displayed In the table ara IndieatlTe of 
the overall scope of tbeae oparatlona* 
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APPENDIX E 



Sunnary of Infonnatlon About Off-Canpus Center Prograns 
Offered by Ccinunfty Colleges In Coimtfes Wfthbtit 
a Conunlty College Campus 





9mb#r 




Boiber 






FoU- 




of CCC 


of Loca- 


of 


of Setla* 


eeuBt 


















iMdor 


1 


3 










Cndtc 






16 


303 


265 




Booer«ilt 






0 


0 


0 






3 


10 








4 /I ft A 

198* 


Credit 






31 


649 


639 




Boner tdlt 






1 


15 


15 




ColiiM 


1 


9 






1 


74 


Cr«ilt 






30 


484 


385 










7 


138 


138 




D^I Sottm 


1 


13 








B«A« 


Credit 






92 


1»460 












5 


102 


N.A. 




Glctm 


2 


U 








179 








60 


946 


190 










4 


96 


76 




Inyo 


1 


3 








B«A* 








9 


176 


H.A. 










0 


0 






Klags 


2 


5 








AAA 

800 


Cradit 






106 


2,358 


1,747 










1 


42 


42 






1 


5 


— 


— 


— 


132 








42 


870 


661 




BoQcredit 






12 


221 


204 






3 


9 








22* 


Credit 






63 


1,063 


357 




SOQCXCdlC 






0 


0 


0 






2 


5 








43 


Credit 






31 


675 


564 




Boner edit 






9 


249 


217 




1 
• 






1 







E-1 62 





HuHber 


Suflber 


Itaflber 


I BfUBOCr 








of CCC 


of leea* 


OS 


of logli* 


eomc 






Spoosocs 


doss 


Coorsot 


tratloos 


Snrolle 


IqolTe 




2 


6 









30* 


Cr«dlt 






16 


204 


194 




Itoacradlt 






10 


68 


68 




QOslO 


2 


4 








12* 








29 


486 


35 




Voaerailc 






0 


0 


0 






1 


2 








488 








109 


2»541 


1,884 




Nonercdlc 






0 


0 


0 




nan iwii i ii if 




2 










Credit 






4 


79 


78 




Ifoocradlt 






0 


0 


0 






1 










Q 


Credit 






4 


57 


57 




Nbnerttdit 






0 


0 


0 


MM 




1 


22 








323 


Cndlt 






46 


m 


952 




Soncrcdlc 






n 


633 


624 






1 










125 


Credit 






108 


3,403 


1,308 




Sofiieredlr 






7 


220 


180 




I iii fay 


2 


7 








107* 


Credit 






47 


1,12S 


231 




SoBcredlc 






5 


125 


26 








14 








381* 


Credit 






80* 


2.544* 


1,497* 




Boneredlt 






4* 


41* 


41* 




Total 


IS 


136 








3,217 


Credit 






923 


20,400 


11,064 




Nooeredlt 






86 


1,950 


1,631 





* iBconplete data. 



APPQIOIX F 

Oescrlptfvt Data for S«1tcted Counties With High and Low 
College-Going Rates In Callfbrnla Higtier Education, 
Together with Statewide Data 



T«a comtiMM vlth high p«rc«at«tee of recent gtadnaCM 
«Broll«d ia tai^ftsr idqcatlon wad wix c oua t l ee wttti 
ratbcr lov p«rc«atagM ««r« Idwtlfled for epoclal 
atnij, tofftthcr wLtb tan spctMlT populated eooatlaa 
vlth f«v coUagai-golas bl^ achool ftadoataa. Hm 
tabla di^laTt tlia f oUovfng doMgrapble data obtalaad 
fros tha Calif orala Coqaty fact Book. 1977-78 (jnb^ 
llabad hy tha Cooaty Saparvlaora laaodatlon of Cali- 
fornia* Sacraasnto): 

a ?areaBtagaa of **Btaek»*' ''Spaalah-iiaarieaa*'* aad 
"All O^ar" alnorltlaa: Mj I976» total popu- 
lation aarlmafaa praparad by Biployaaat 
Data aad Raaaarch OtvlaioB* Stata Aqkloynant 
Davalopoaat Dapartaaat, baaad on proportions 
froa tha 1970 Caasus. 

e Pareant aaaaployad: Jtma 1977 data* not 
aaaaoaally adjnatad* froa tha Stata B^loyaant 



• Par capita personal Incoaas 197S locoae data 
fzoa U.S. Dap a rta&ttt of CooBerce. 



• Percants with faally Incona above and belov 
certain levels: 1970 data, U.S. Departaenc of 
Bonslns and CoHiiBunf Qr OevelopoKnt. 
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OescHptlvft m for Selected Counties m High end im Conege-Golng Rates 
In California Higher Education. Togetl^ 





Nwber of 


Ugli 


Hum 


Pnctnt Minority 


rerccQC 


Per 


Percent Kith 




Instttu- 


nrtid- 


Eligible 










CipiU 


Idcom 


County 


UoM In 


patloo 


for 




Spaa/ 




ployed 


feriooal 


Belutf 


At or 


County 


at 


FretSman 


Hack 






InooM 






Adidtiioii 




awr 


Other 






Poverty 


Above 




















level 


$15,000 



Goontlea Htth Blgheat 
lirtlcipatiM latif 





2CCCI 
llnd. 


UC 
CCC 


UC: m 

CSDC: 46 




61 


101 


72 


$8,613 


4«! 


442 


Gmtra Costa 


30CCa 
Und. 


DC 


DC: 20 
CSDC: 38 




9 


19 


8 


7,390 


6 


35 


SanPraoclaco 


IDC 

ICSUC 

ICCC 

4lDd. 


DC 
CSDC 


X:18 
CSQC: 30 


13 


14 


43 


10 


8,750 


10 


27 


Alaieda 


IOC 

ICSDC 

6CCC8 

2lDd. 


DC 
CSDC 


DC: 13 
CSDC: 32 


15 


13 


33 


10 


6,848 


8 


27Ji 



OoMty 





Paftlci- 


EUtlbli 






CipiU 


tlMi in 

County 


pitloa 

At 


(or 
fftihiw 




SpM/ 




ployid 


Pirmil 

laCQM 


ICSDC 

7 CCCi 
219(1. 


csuc 


OCt 22Z 
CSDC: 44 






23X 


n 


$7,022 


20CCI 


ccc 


OC: 14 
CSDC: 39 


5 


21 


33 




6,fi97 


ICCC 
llod. 


ccc 


OC: 10 
CSDC: 30 


5 


18 


30 


8 


6,410 


IDC 

2CCCI 

llod. 


— ■ 

ccc 


OC: 18 
CSDC: 38 


2 


17 


22 


— ' — 
6 


6,317 


ICCC 


ccc 


N.A. 


5 


23 


30 




5.299 


IOC 
ICSOC 
7CCCS 
4lDd. 




DC: 17 
CSDC: 39 


<1 


11 


14 


5 


7,025 



Mow 
Poftrty 
Lml 



Uor 
Aboft 

ns,ooo 



SasUGUri 



Santa Barbar« 



Harced 
nge 

i 



6Z 



10 



11 



14 



351 



n 



19 



25 



14 



34 



68 





Mi 





Umber of 


High 


Percent 


P.ercent Minority 


Percent 


•.; ,::per; ■ 


Percent Hlth 






Partici- 


Eligible 








Unei- 


Capita 


Incone 


County 


rtons in 


pation 


for 








ployed 


Pfersonal 


Belov 


At or 


County 


at 


Freshian 


Black 


Span/ 


All 




Incoie 






Adnlssion 




Aier 


Other 






Poverty 


Above 




















level 


$15,000 



7 



Coimttea With Lowest 
Participation Rates 



HiMboldt 


ICSOC 
ICCC 


None 


N.A. 


<lll! 


42 




93! 


$5,438 


lor 


171 


Riverside 


IOC 
2 Ind. 


None 


UC: 13Z 
CSUC: 31 


5 


17 


23Js 


8 


5,445 


U 


19 


Santa Cruz 


lUC 
1 CCC 
lind. 


None 


UC: 5 
CSUC: 32 


<1 


12 


16 


7 


5,794 


11 


20 


Placer 


1 CCC 


None 


N.A« 


<1 


9 


12 


9 


5,464 


91$ 


21 


Butte 


1 CSUC 
ICCC 


CSUC 


N.A. 


2 


5 


9 


11 


5,408 


12 


15 


San Bernardino 


ICSUC 
5 CCCs 
2 Ind. 


Nona 


UC: 12 
CSUC: 41 


4 


16 


21V 


9 


5,349 


10 


19 
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Coooty 



Ninber of 

iQSClttt- 

tions In 
County 



Partici- 
pation 
at 



Percent 
Eligible 

for 
Freshun 
Adiission 



Percent Minority 



Black 



Aier 



AU 
Other 



Percent 
Dnei- 

ployed 



Per 
Capita 
Personal 
Incone 



Percent ttitb 
Incoae 



Below 
Poverty 
Level 



At or 
Above 
$15«000 



SCCCi 



I, Calaveras, 

|;,;::^p::ll(jrtei--- 
|;f';:iHl;'Dot8dOi ., 
^ Clenn» Inyo^ 
^ Mendocino, 
I Hevada, Plmaa, 
Siskiyou, and 



DC: jSZ 
CSDC: 33!s 



6Z 



91 



$5,431 



m 



Statevlde 



71 



9 DC canh 
puses 

19 CSDC 
cam- 
puses 
105 Coonunr 
ItyCol 
leges 

46 Inde- 
pendent 
insti- 
tutions 



DC: 15Z 
CSDC: 35 



DC, froB 
SZ to 22Z; 
CSDC, froB 
28Z to 47Z 



7Z 



Ranges: 
froB 
IZ 
to 
15Z 



ISljZ 



26)fZ 



froB 
4Z 
to 
46Z 



froB 
6Z 
to 
52Z 



8?. 



Range: 
froB 
5Z 
to 
16Z 



$6,576 



Range: 

froB 

$4,375 

to 
$8,750 



8Z 



Range : 
froB 

4Z 

to 

16Z 



27X 



Range; 
froB 
lOZ 

to 

44Z 



APPENDIX G 

Percentage Olstributlon of Student Aid Coonrisslon Awards by Coun*^ 
of Residence of l«^|»1ents. Together With OlstHbtitlons of 
High School iBnitetes and first-Time Fresfanan 
Enrei lmMts by County (Fall 1977) 



Explanatory Hotes 

1« Coaxties are ordered in tesns of total maber o£ liigh 
school graduates » £»» largest to soallest. Peree&ts 
were obtained d±vidl«g the stateside totals into the 
nnad>ers £or each c oiuitty > Columns add to 100 percent* 

Studfynt jwyr^l Atfea ty^fe ftbfcalAfld from the S.todent 
Aid CooDission in the form of zip codes In the home 
addresses of those to idwoi awards imre offered for the 
first time for fill 1977. K 

3. Total mashers of a»ards vere: Scholarship » i4>924; 

College Opporrcmlty Grants 6»863; Occi^atlonal Education 
ani Training Grants 1,.337. 




Percentage Distrtbtition of Student Aid Conoisslon Am^^^^ County 
of Residence of Recipients* Together With Distributions of 
High School Graduates and First-Time Freshnan 
Enrol Tnents by County 
(Fan 1977) 



Couacy 


Total 
Hobar of 
Hlsft School 
Gradmtaa 


PTCHt of 

FrssfanaxL 
EaToXlstAC 


Stadusc Aid ARSxds 


ship 
(A) 


Opportunity 
Grant (S) 


EdiusatibtK 
Traittisg 




86 439 


30 32 

WW • WA 




44.2Z 






26 921 


10 3 


/•I 




3«6 




20 3as 

AW y www 


7 2 






4.4 






6^0 

w • W 


5. 7 


3.9 


5.6 




14 176 


W vX 


5.0 


5.3 


8.6 


O^CXrf II r 1 1> uO 


TO 7Sfi 


^ 7 


3.0 


2.3 


4.0 




o 


ft 


4.0 


2.0 


2.9 




Q 70^ 

7 9 / 7W 


^ 7 
w* / 


2.8 


2.0 


3.6 






9 Q 


1.9 


0.8 


1.2 




O 9 7 ^ A 


1 ^ 


2.6 


1.5 


1.4 








2.4 


1.6 


1.5 


Fresno 


6,399 


2.2 


1.3 


5.2 


1.8 


San Francisco 


6,208 


2.5 


3.5 


^•7 


2.4 


Kern 


4,859 


2.2 


1.0 


2.8 


0.6 


Santa Barbara 


4,247 


1.6 


1.8 


1.0 


1.5 


San Joaquin 


4,092 


1.5 


1.4 




1.2 ; 


"Sonona ' 


3,463 


1.0 


.■X.l.;- 


0.9 






3,226 


1.3 


0.8 


0.3 







Total 
WaAvc o£ 
Hish S<diool 
Gradoatas 


Parcant o£ 
Total 
Prashimin 


Stodent Aid ilsards 


;, . . .• 


ScfaolaX" 
ship 


Oppor Cucicj 


QaasJt (C) 


Ifoiitftray 


3,045 


1.3Z 


0.9Z 




0.8Z 


Stanislaus 


2,654 


" 1.0 


0.7 


1.1 


1.2 


Tolaxtt 


2,643 


0.8 


0.7 


2.3 


1.0 


Solano 


2,657 


0.8 


0.9 


0.6 


1.0 


Santa Cruz 


1,940 


0.7 


1.2 


0.3 


0.6 


ifezced 


1,825 


0.7 


0.6 


0.8 


1.3 


Placer 


1,728 


0.5 


0.4 


0.1 


0.4 


San Lois Obispo 


1,450 


0.5 


0.3 


0.2 


0.6 


Hoaboldt 


1,415 


0.4 


0.4 


0.3 


0.7 


Btttte 


1,383 


0.4 


0.4 


0.2 


0.3 


Shasta 


1,427 


0.7 


0.4 


0.2 


0.3 


Napa 


1,221 


0.4 


0.6 


0.1 


0.8 


Tolo 


1,300 


0.5 


0.5 


0.4 


0.6 


In^erlal 


1,227 


0.4 


0.2 


1.7 


0.6 


Kings 


985 


0.3 


0.2 


0.7 


0.6 


El Dorado 


907 


0.3 


0.3 


0.1 


0.1 


MendoclTio 


822 


0.2 


0.1 


0.2 


0.7 


Sottar 


685 . 


0.3 


0.2 


~ 0.2 


0.4 


Sisklyoa 


505 


0.2 


0.1 


0.1 


0.3 


21 coontiaa with 
£«mt hi^ 

:'sii^tool:;gzadttatas^ 


5,583 


1.6 


1.6 


2.1 


4.5 




285,360 
lOOZ 


lOOJf 


14,924 
lOOX 


6,863 

ipoz 


1,337 
idOZ; 



HOTS (relating to Appendices E azid I) : The t&ilverslt7 of California 
reported 755 fewer transfer sttxdents from Cdanantty Colleges In 
1977 than la 1976 (6,392 and 7,147, respectively). Xnconplete 
reporting by che Irvine csapus accoonts for about one-half of 
the loss, with numbers of transfer stodents from Coomanlty Col- 
leges In Oraxige end Los Alleles counties most seriously under* 
stated (particularly Cerrleos, Chaffy, Citrus, Coasts Long 
Beachy Los i^eles. North Orange^ Bancho Santiago, and Saddle- 
back) • Significantly smaller numbers of transfer students to 
the University vers also found for four San Francisco Bay area 
CbmoDsilty College districts , namely , Peralta, San Francisco, 
Contra Costa, end San Hateo, lAlch cannot be explained by errors 
in reporting. 



f V APPENDIX H 

flow of Transfer Students Frooi the California CoBWinf^ Colleges to 
the University of California and the Callfomta 
State University and Colleges 
(Fall 1977) 



Explaxiatory Votma 

1. California Cooaanlty College cnroUaeiits for Fall 1977 
were obtained from die Coonlssloa's Inf oraetlon. Digests 
1978. 

2. Infoniiatioa tar the University of CaHfoiaia ms obtained 
froB worie^ieets provided by the Ihilversity. Ball 1977 
data vere obtained from repmrta aidmitted by tlie IKolver^ 
s±t^ to the California Oepartaest of fiaaaee. 

3. Infoxaatlon for the Calif ornia Staf»1Indtv4« 

leges was obtained fron Table Transfers 
from California Conmmnity C»lleges» Fall 19^77, pobllshed 
la the 1977-78 Statistical leport llniAer 8, *S>rigltt of 
1977 Fall Term Enrollments »** 



APPeiOIX H 



Flow of Transfer Stutots From the California Cdnnunity Colleges to 
the University of Cal ifomia and the Cal ifomia 
State University and Colleges 
(Fall 1977) 









r^iHsf at^s CO 


CSDC 




EsroUsaiic 
£or vracn c 








Hascodc 
Aatelope 


6,824 
5,958 


39 
30 


207 
158 


San Lais 
Obispo 

Northrldge 


33Z 
42 


Barstov 


1,766 


7 


45 






BtttM 


6,399 


15 


364 


Chlco 


81 


Ccbrlllo 


8,484 


176 


242 


San Jose 


38 


C«rrlt08 


21>040 


24 


589 


Long Beach 
Fuller ton 


46 
29 


Chaff ey 


U,685 


43 


347 


Pomona 


43 


Citrus 


8,592 


19 


286 


Pomona 


46 


Coachella 
Valley 


5,981 


38 


106 






Coast 


62,693 


219 


1,243 


Long Beach 
Fttllerton 


47 
27 


CoB^ton 


5>935 


33 


225 


Doodngoez 
Hills 


48 


dmtxr^llosta 


33,197 


260 


1,022 






.JEI-Canino 


27,355 


160 


825 


Lox^ Beach 
Domlngoez 
Hills 


42 

30 . 


FdothlU- 
D«Aziza 


38,535 


318 


1,101 


San Jose 


58 ■■ 



Collet 
Oistriet 


Total 
Enrollattnc 
for Credit 


ISufflber of Traxisfers to 


ITeazest 
CSUC 


Pttcent at 

Hearest 
CSnC Campos 


XIC 


csuc 


Frenoat- 
N«Hark 


0,345 


16 


159 


San Jose 
Howard 


43X 
31 


Gavilan 


2,847 


17 


91 






Gleadale 


8,166 


69 


307 


Northridge 
Los Aflg^'lss 


33 
32 


GrossQonc 


15,628 


79 


552 




81 


Harrnell 


5,219 


36 


172 






Imperial 
Valley 


4,249 


22 


U8 


Xalexlco 


38 


Bakersfleld 
Portervllle 
Cerro Coso 


13,535 
2,277 
3,694 


- 

35 
10 
6 


474 
93 
41 


Bakersfield 


54 


Lake Tafaoe 


1,354 


0 


22 






Lassgn 


2,364 


3 


52 






Long Beach 


31,671 


62 


833 


Long Beach 


75 


Los A-ngpl 


124,534 


684 


3,829 


Los Angeles 

Northridge 

Domixiguez^ 

Hills 
Long Beach 


72 
— 


Los Rlos 


43,468 


328 


1,938 


Sacramento 


80 


Harln 


5,770 


152 


523 


San 

Francisco 
Sonoma 


34 
25 


Sfendocltto 


2,392 


2 


69 






Herced 


7,255 


18 


256 


Stanislaus 





GiMimiiiXty 
CoHftge 


Total 
fair Cradic 


Koober of Transfers to 


Sesrest 

CSUC 


Fegccnt at 
Bearest 


■ 

UC 


csuc 




Hira Cosca 


4,982 






San Diego 


60X 


Moncerey 
PextinsQla 


^ AAA 

7,890 


100 


234 






Mt« San 


20,149 


55 


630 


Pomona 


46 


Mt« Saa 
Jacinto 


2,602 




ATI 


— 


— 


Napa 


5,672 


JO 


172 




— 


Nbrth Orange 


31,743 


107 


1,225 


FtxUerton 
Long Beach 


55 

^.23 


Palo Verde 


558 


2 


16 






Palomar 


13,114 


125 


341 


San Dlegc 


61 


Pasadena 


18,825 




7A2 


Los Angeles 


47 


Peralta 


32,337 


1 77 


AAA 


Hayward 
San 
Francisco 


36 
35 


Bancho 
Santiago 


13,769 




AT R 

*fXO: 


Fullerton 


57 


Redvoods 


8,066 


15 


305 


Huiid>oldt 


64 


£lo Hondo 


12,943 






Fullerton 


36 


Blverside 


14,137 






San 

Bernardino 


39 


Saiddleback 


4 / AAA 

14^822 


72 


326 


Fullerton 


4Z „ . 


San •■ ■• 
Bernardino 


18,410 


101 


556 


San 

Bernardino 


58 


San Diego 


38,865 


184 


1,088 


San Diego 


84 



District 


Total 
EnroUiDcnt 
for Credit 


2faad>er of Transfers to 


Nearest 

csuc 

CsBpos 


Pereeas ac 

5ear«st 
CSUC Campus 


nc 


csik: 


5311 

Francisco 


26,914 


189 


974-^ 


""San"' 
- Francisco 


77X 


San Joaquin 
Delta 


16,677 


82 


511 




— 


Saxi Jose 


20,263 


28 


474 


San Jose 


86 


San Luis 


5 263 


16 


162 


San. Luis 
Obispo 


59 




32,413 


205 


1,079 


San 

Francisco 
San Jose 


39 
25 


Santa 
Barbara 


8,506 


302 


237 


— 


— 


Santa 


3,127 


11 


112 


Northridge 


67 


Santa 
Xonica 


18,181 


323 


489 


Northrldge 


47 


Sequoias 


7,000 


29 


329 


Fresno 


65 


Shasta- 
Trinity 


* 10,494 


31 


239 


— 


— ^ 


Sierra 


8.745 


51 


323 


Sacramento 


60 


Slsklyous 


1,561 


8 


59 






Solano 


9,520 


61 


223 


— 


— 


Sonoma 


14,826 


63 


593 


Sonona 


-50 


South 
County 


18,400 


66 


544 


Hayvard 


47 



• . , .. ..... . ■■ , . ,;. illicit.;,. .J'^irjj 



CoflBmiiCjr 
CaUftg€ 

Oiscrier 


T6tal 
EsroUsBCStt 
£or Credit 




raosfttcs co 


Hesrest 

CSOC 


xrercenc ac 


cc 


csnc 


! ':CSOC^''CaBpilSf;r^ 


Stace Center 


18,952 


42 


865 


Fresno 




Sveecuater 


10,150 


61 


366 


San Diego 


76 


Veotura 


24.456 


219 


687 


Sorthridge 
Ventura 
Center 


43 


Victor 
Valley 


3.330 


10 


82 






West Hills 


2,076 


6 


69 






West Kern 


639 


2 


26 


— . 


— 


West Valley 


20,072 


142 


742 


San Jose 


72 


togcnn r p 




62 


561 




45 


Tuba 


8,802 


30 


266 






Total 


1.091,988 


6,392 


33,931 







82 



:H-5 



APPENDIX I 

Numbers of Coninunity College Students Who Transferred to the 
University of California and the California State 
University and Colleges, 1965-1977, Together 
With Numbers of First-Time Freshmen 



1. Infonnatloii about numbers of first-time freshmen and 
transfer students in the State University was obtained 
from the most recent California State University and 
Colleges Statistical Abstract (July 1977) and Report 8 
of the 1977-78 Statistical Report of the State Univer- 
sity, "Origin of 1977 Fall Term Enrollments." 

2. Similar information for University of California 
students through Fall 1973 was obtained from these 
same sources. Information for subsequent years was 
obtained from University internal reports and work- 
sheets, except for 1977 transfer student data which 
were obtained from reports submitted by the University 
to the Calif omJA Department of Finance, 
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APPENDIX I 

Numbers of Conmunity College Students Who Transferred to the 
University of California and the California State 
Uni versi ty and Col 1 eges , 1 965-1 977 , Together 
With Numbers of First-Time Freshmen 





CosBct- College Traiisfer Students 


First-Time Freshmen 


Year 




Tern 


FuU Tear 


Fall Tera Only 














UC 


CSUC 


CSUC 


UC 


CSUC* 


1965 


2,948 


14,603 






14,023 


1966 


3,761 


19,295 




12.341 


15,574 


1967 


3,702 


22,059 




13,072 


16,082 


1968 


3,785 


26,596 




11,665 


18,844 


1969 


4,458 


28,207 


43,963 


12 066 


17,539 


1970 


5,166 


29,059 


49,245 


13,233 


18,984 


1971 


6,154 


32,546 


52,989 


OJ/ 




1972 


7,165 


34,619 


53,820 


14,358 


22,094 


1973 


8,193 


33,089 


51,335 


15,011 


22,210 


1974 


7,813 


32,646 


51,144 


14,915 


22,886 


1975 


8,002 


35,537 


52,917 


15,460 


23,239 


1976 


7,123 


32,653 


51,230 


14,935 


23,498 


1977 

i 

1 
1 


6,392 


34,001 




14,820 


23,867 



* About 90Z of first-time freshmeu. 
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